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las Angeles Zionism; Beginnings and Gi'owth Cl?01-1929) 

Introductdon 
lilstorioal Perspective 

Tb comprehend the growth and development of the Zionist movement 
in Los Alleles s it is first necessary to examine the milieu in which it 
developed^ 

Hie latter part of the nineteenth century and the early part of 
the twentieth century, witnessed the birth and groi^rfch of two 
powerful secular competing ideas and Movements within world Jeiwy: 
Autonomism" and "Zionism", A third coitpeting idea and movement 
pre-existed^ *• Emancipation" « However j it also increased its cort5>etitionj 
for the Jewish mind and soul, during this same historic period* 

^e movements born at this time, "Autonomisni" and "Sionism were both 
folk oriented in that they were predicated upon the idea of Jewish 
peoplehood and self-rule „ Ihe third idea, "Enjancipation", espoused 
individualism and was anti-folk and antinationalistic, identifying 
J^wry as purely and simply a religious comraunity, whose men&er shared the 
nationality of the counti:^ in wtdch they vrere located, 

"Efi^ncipation" preceeded the other two movements by many years, 
having been spread by the Napoleonic expansion, HoxTever, it continued 
to be a ma;5or competitor to the newer ideas. Its influence, in fact 
played a major role in the division of the Jewish Religion into three 
branches B Although it was not limited to Reform Judaism, its ideation 
and dynamics caused Reform Judaism to grow. Conservative and Orthodox 
Judaism became formalized in response to Reform^ 
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"ZtoBSiStsi" f at ttte txam of the centaryj was at the opposite 
extrease to "Eiaancipatiottn « Ziordsin eftatsd that the Jewish people 
coGStitated a nation^ that it i^ilfilled all 1^ reqtdi^ittents of 
aattonhood except the possession of a land* Zionism furtiisr stated 
that modern Jewry had the histoidc wdssion of reestablishii^ tha 
Jewish Nation on the land and norftoaliaing the <Jorj3itLon of th© 
Jewish people. It further eniphasised that the "national horasland" 
"iihicb the Jews Taast possess and rebuild was the old homeland 
■with which Jews and Jewish civiliation were identified^ "Ereta 
Yisrae'^^ the "land of Israel^wPalestii^e 

"AutonoKlsMi'' occupied the middle ground between the tam extremes e 
"JLutonosiism" also recognised the Jewish people as a people, as did 
Zionxsmi, However, it still eit^hasized prifflajry Jevidsh identification and 
allegiaiice to the cotmtries in which ilisjr were located, as did H^ 
adherents to i^ idea of "Ejsancipation"., Neverthe Isss^ Autonoadssi 
did not siaress participation as equal individuals in those corns tides* ^^ 
believed instead in Jewish self rule^ as Jews^ and in representations 
■Uirough their own cojtimunii^r, in the general life of the eoxmtsrjo 
Ihis tras a Federal approach recognising ethnic status in a i^ider 
society^ 

Both ZionisiB and Autonoiidsai had variant sub-groups attached to 
theitift Ihese groups believed in the basic idea and approach of 
the general moveaient with sonis eiBphases and departures of their own. 
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la AutoKOBdsm the biggest variant group was the "Allgeiaeiser 
Yiddisher Arbeiter 3nnd^" conationly fcnown as tbe "BTind"# The 
wBtuidists'' beH-ercd in Antonordsm Mixed vdth socialisiBo ^^ey 
irantsd Jewish self -rule dondnated by the wDrking class and 
operating viider the principles cf cocialisM, in a wider state that 
vas alao socialist** 'The '^^md grew to be the largest most iiifliiential 
Autonomist party* 

2ia activity liie "Bund" and other Autonomist parties were 
predoBdnantly in Hnssia and Eastern Europe^ In the United States^ 
BundistjSOcialistjand Autoaoraist thinfcirig was represented in ih& 
"Arbeiter Ring,*' 

Zionism also developed variant forms: territorialismj which 
accepted Zionist formula tions^ but was xrilling to accept any land, 
not ^ust "Palestine" jlabor Zioniemj Religious ^ionism, ReHgious 
Labor Zionism, Marxist Socialist Zioniam, and super-nationalastic 
Zionism, (Revisionist Ziordss) 

At the turn of the centui^' and in the ear3y twentletli 
centuiXj all three conapeting Jewish ideas were present in Aic^rica, 
Hhe great waves of Jevish immigratio/t tfe.t occured in those years 
carried ttith them the fewisnt of ihsaa ideas and movements ^bsy 
also continued their coupe titionj with one ancUiar, on the 
American scene o 

It is the purpose of this paper to examine the beginnings 
and growth of one of these novsment, Zioiiism^in Los Angelesj 
Californ3.aj durirg this period*, 

7hi-3 researcher beHeve? th^t jiuch an e:E:ai!driation vill 
cast lightj^ not only, on Los Anp;Qlos but on the Jewish experience 
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in America ia toto» Los Aj^eles has often been described as 
aodern Aiaerica in its essence« Perhapsp an Ticderstanding of 
the modem AHerican Jerrfish experience can best be imderstoed 
throngh an examination of a consequential Jewish ifKjreis^nt 
in iMs "essentxaX ABserieaj" Los Angeles, Ihe fonnative 
years were chosen for this study because it casts light on 
the woreKent as a whol<s,wiih its future devolveinent. 

The Los Angeles experience incteed substantia teg the stateirrjent 
tJia-fc Los Angeles is now Aaierican J&isntf in Kdcrocossia altheoghi 
it did not begin that vay. In America none of the three laajor ideas 
and moTeBtents retained their original purity and purposso Ehren 
Eeform "fen^Jles today predonrtnan'tLly support Israel, thus indirectly 
recognising Jewish peoplefaood, %e autonoinistlc socialism of the 
Bundists cSHindled down into the socialism of the «Axbeter Hiijg" and 
then into the liberalism of the '^orlacens Circle" and the general 
Jewish Coimounity*, Early ^jb&txcsh Sionism tbsvqt went further ttian 
philaniiiropicj political, financial and nsoral support of the 
creation and naiinteBsnce of the State of Israel,, It never really 
fostered any prograiranes of Jewish naiionalism such as Aliyahj, 
extensive, organised natLonalastic education (as it did in Europe) 
or an ethnic Eehillah demanding primary allegiance. It only supported 
the nationalism of other Jews outside tba United States and in the 
State of Israel, 

Ihis support was^and is^ also mostly on a philanthropic 
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and political basiso "Hie problem of Zionisa today is that since 
practically all Jews and Jewish organizations iti Aaerica support 
Israel on a Philanthropic and poliiical basis^ they arcs losing 
their fundamental reason for a separate existence, 

Ihe American Jewish ejcperience has had tlie same effect on -Uie 
great aetsular movements as it has had on iiie great religious 
iBOvementSB Just as the three religious tendencies are becoming 
basically similar so are the formerly warrijig secular movements 
becosdng basically similar. :rhey are all "assiadlatory 
emancipationist in their struggle to give and maintain the right 
of Jews to participate in society as individuals with the rights of 
iiidividualSo '^hsiy are all folk oriented in their recognition of 
the ethnicity of American Jews, ^^jey are all Zionists in their 
philanihropic and political devotion to the State of Israel and 
world JeMiy« 

Oi^inally this was not true, \e movements •id.tti their ideals 
were real, different and vastly competitivBo 

%is homogeniaation of the secular mcfvements became increasingly 
true in los ^ngelesj however, very early, Ihis style of secular 
Judaism that vas dorainanfcin Los Aj-igeles at tiie onset eventually 
became the style of secular Judaism of the entire country^ In a 
sense, Los Angeles pioneered American Judaism* 
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Chapter 1« -* 

Zionis't Beginnings in Los Angeles-Pirst Decade I9DI-I9IO 

The Biodern Antearican slyle of phUanthropic, political support 
can be seen in its onset in Los A3ngeleso Victor Haaris^ the editor 
of the Bnai Brith fessenger, the only At^lo-Jesdsh newspaper in towup 
published a significant personal article in his newspaper on April 28jl899< 
^is article .vasj, in effect, a call upon Los Angeles Jeus to organize 
a«Zioa Socie-iy," His stated reason was "-we are heartily in faror 
of aisy wove tending to colonize our downtrodden co-religionist," *I 

For r*iore than two years after tMs appeal, there was no 
organisational response from the approximately Sj^OO Jews who 
lived in Los Angeles^ *2 Biis was a predonrlnantly German Jewish 
cofflKminiiye *3 

3jhe response finally occuredo jQie "Ahabath Zion Society" was 
foriaed in 1901 m-ih Mr, Harris as its first President and Hr« Lo 
Hillman as its first Tice president„ -Kit Apparently the s^jority of 
the ssesibership was East European* Mr^ Harris was an exception^ 
These Bast European Jews perhaps, exewplified by f^« Hilhaan, 
the first vice-president, differed from their president, in being 
ethnic, cultiiral Zionists as well as philanthropic 2ionistSo ^ 

Apparently Zionist organiaataonal work and iJiwolTement changed 
Mr* Harra-B, himselfo %e editor of the B'nai Brith Messenger sounded 
qxiite different from his original "call" article of 1899, in a Zionist 
News article in 1901 In this article he speaks of Zionism transmitting 
"the national language, culture and pride to ths yo^if^ people and 
creating their "positre identification with the Jewish CorCTiunity*" ■a6 



Eds is a departure from the tone of the Mr. Harris of I899 who 
favored a "Eion Society^j, which would Barely move "to colonize our 
downtrodden co-religionists" « Evidently Ife*, Harris was being 
affected by his associations, Nsvertheless, oriS of Ahsbat Zion*s 
early meiabers, writing mxch later, described the first president 
as remaining basically the same as the picture he paints of hie 
views in ^e 1899 "call", *7 

Bie Ahabath Zion Society was stibcharted witii the Federation of 
American Zionists* It therefore was an official part of the 
Afflericari Zionist movementc Its dt2es would be (Kjnsidered qiiite nominal 
today, but was a considerable sacrifice for the type of iKembers 
the society attracted, jirostly newly arrived Eastswj Etiropean 
Angel^nose *8 Meetings were held at Foresters Hall, 10? 2 S, Tfein 
Street every Simday evening* Attendance at iiiese meetings varied from 5 to $0 
people, hBxry Fram ( who we will meet again and often in these pages) 
was toe long tiine secretary of the society ■»9 and Tindoubtedly 
had great influence on its workc 

%e society's activites were economc^ propaiagandistic and social. 
It worked for tiie Colonial Bank and the Jewish National Fund, 
econoari-c institutions that supported the Zionist endeavor in Palestine, 
One influential mssher^ George Bloom, started a project of tree 
planting in *^aa Shmuel and Hersl Forest, Propangandistically, it tried 
to interest Genuan Jewish Angelenosj the "establishment" of that day, 
in Zionism, 

^o merfcersj Harry Fraai and H« Bloom coribined the two basic 
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Zionist goals of the QrganizatLoQc Biey eat up an entire night 
uritir^ letters to every German Jetr in Los Angeles asking 
them to invest ^?<,00 in the Colonial Bank to propagandisticaUy 
«sell» the German Jewish estabHshUKnt on the eficacy of Zionism 
and enlist their economic support of the endeavor* *10 How this effort 
suceeded is not knosfn but it proTsably did not fare well. 

In the predominantly German Jewish Los Angelesj the society did 
not sseet with great success « *11 After nine years of existence j there 
were only twenV nine ineatoers* *12 In terms of ateiifcership they 
certainly made no gread inroads into the German Jewish coinmuniigr. 
Probably iiia.% coMnrani-iy's econonric participation in Ahabath Zion 
projects was also not too extensive* 

It can be sumdsed that the strengtii of the idea of ^^Wncipataoa 
caused this lukewarm response to ihe Zioidst appeal in Los AngeleSe 
Perhaps it showed a Geraan-^ewish rejection of Jeviish nationalism 
in favor of adaptation and assiwilatLon into the general coramunity as 
individualse If iMs were tniej corroborative evidence would 
rsittain in the existence of smashing diatribes against Ahaba'^ 
Zion and its principles* Such evidence is not extante Apparently 
Ahabath ^±on made few waves* It did not arouse any great pro- 
Zionist feeling or An ti -Zionist activi-^B 

Ihe real cause of Ahabath Zion's lack of strong iu^jact was in the 
^ype of Jewish comraani^ that existed in Lqs Angeles, It was a icd-nimal 
CQWnrunity, not because it was Gerraan but because it was not 
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concernedly Jewish^ Before the first World War^ Jews came as individuals 
to los Angeles, ^ir Jetd.sh associatioKs and comndtrrents were weak, 
impelled, ^j^is was a new coa^unil^r. They were much nore interested 
in liieir own personal problems euch a "making a living^o *13 
TfadLs individualistic self concern of Los Angeles Jewry would 
conlinne to play an in^iortant roll in the ebb and flow of Los Angeles 
Zionism throughout the decades o 

Ahabath Zion continued to endiire* Its neiribers though few in 
mnnber, were devoted. Some individaul meiribers such as Harry 
?ram were instrumental in mdwifing the birth of other Zionist 
and para-2ionist groups which ultimately greatly eclipsed Ahabaiii 
Zion in membership and econonlc accoiJ^lishjaent, *1U 
Ahabath Zion menfcers George Bloora, Harry Frain and Jacob Topinsky were 
greatly responsible for the establlsh^ient of the "Golden Book 
Committee „" This committee supported the Jewish National Ftmdt 
^t was also the first atteiupt to unify all Zionists In a council 
at a slightly later tiisiSo *15 ^e war period and the early 
poast war saw the leadership of such Ahabath Zion metrtoers as Abraham 
donah Siiapiro« Hto Shapiro played a leadirig role during the mandate j 
which affected the entire Jewish community ■5^16 

The Ahabath Zion Society may not have witnessed any great increase 
in tis membership in these years, however it did see the widenn.ng of 
the Zionist spectrDia, A new Zionist group vas born in 1902. It was 
first called "The Youn^ Zionist" and later the Young Zionist Association 
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or Y.ZfrA, *17 Active in its birth was the omnipresent Harry I'Vara 
who W9 will see had a hand in the beginnings of practically all 
the early Zionist groupir^s. Also instrumental in Y^ZA„*b 
birth •were Al Horoi'iita, H, Horowitz, (his brother) Ben Davidson, S, Stein 
and L, Kretaer, *l8 

%B youT^ Zionists were more successful in recruitment than the 
older Ahavat 2ion Society* From ^0 to 2^0 itieiribers joined this group 
(probably the latter figure is iriore correct) *19 

Ihe early nineteen hundreds, especially after 19P^s saw an 
increased imraigraticn of young Eastern European Jews into the 
United States and into los Angeles* ( %elr coining to Los Angeles 
usually took place after a sojourn in another part of the United 
States. However J their sources went back to East Europe) Because 
of their youth, these people were interested in social affairs, to 
meet other young peoples Because of their background, they were 
interested in Zionism, ■'lie two interests joined together to cause the 
birth of the Young Zionists, *20 

The activities of the Your^ Zionists predictably stressed the 
social and educational aspect of Zionism as well as the economic, 
The "social literary" meeting was the most inportant function 
of the group, -^hese meetings featured speakers, papers and other 
educational programs ttiat gave them more bacli^ound into Zionism, *-21 
This type of meeting also provided mar^ opportunities for social 
contacts* Meetings were interspersed with picnics^ dances, outings 
and other outright social affairs* 



Ha . 

Sofflstiiaes tiisy were predicated xrpon Zionist reasons, grtioh as 
fund raising for Zionist endeavour* Sometiines the motivation 
for the function was non-Zionists (Once they had a magsquerade ban 
to raise money for San Francisco Earthquake victirae) At times 
they had no excuse for their ftmctions except the inplied , need to 
further Vae social 31fe of the Association, ^2 

Ihe yoiing Zionist Association also participated in the econoitdc 
endeavors of American Zionism, ^eir efforts were directed toward 
tJie Jewi!^ National Ftind and the'':fewi3h Colonial S-usto" 
Apparently th^ were especially concerned with ^^ThB Jewish 
Colonial ^^rusf^ In I9O7 they devised a plan for installBient 
baying of ^,00 shares in the Jewish Colonial Trust by purchasing lO^f 
staifjps for a savings boo&« ■M23 

Obviously Los Angeles Zionism* s expansion into a second society 
did not give it at^y great econonac muscle yet« Biat was to coiae latsr^ 
in the 1^0»s« 

Hoaever^ -tiie birth and growth of the Yousg Zionists lato a credible 
Los Angeles group shows several things about Los Angeles,, Tj^e 
Jewish ctamanmily was beginning to change^ Young East European Jews > 
(albeit acculturated young East European Jews) began to abound* Ethnic and 
nationalist sentiaents were beconiing more f and liar to Jewish Los Angels 3 « 
A new kind of Lqs Angeles Jevi was developing who would be at least 
somewhat more concerned with Judaisra and the Jewish cotraronitye 

%e YoTung Zionist Association pioneered the concept of "social 
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Zionis3i" in los Angeles* ZioniEm gave the group an idealistic purpose^ 
It also forasd s. reason for bringing Jewish yousg people together, 
BtLs is an important function in diaspora Jewish 3i.fee It was 
especially so in the assiuiilated atmosphere of Los Angeles at the 
turn of ihe century, 

la iiie 1920* s the Keral Club would use the saioe conibination of 
Zionism and "shotohanlsm" (matchmaking) to establish its presence and 
farther the cause of 2ionism in this ci"^, (In later peidods other groups 
such as "Hassada", the "Brandeis-Zohar Labor Zionists" ^ "Hishon" and 
•'Stoar"p would nse the same for!mila„ Hmretrer, to the largest extent 
this fonmila was sieglectedo) 

Zionism is a jaoveiaent in need of young people for iuqietus ai«i 
non-econoiidc accoTig)lishnent« Young people have not been present in 
large nunibsrsp except spasmodically^ Perhaps^ tMs is one reason for 
African Zionisia's prxJ!B.ri2y philantiiropic aspects 

With the post 190^ influx of Jews from an East European origin 
increasing, Zionisia continued to grovj in Los Armeies a 'Sob first 
decade of the twentieth century was a period of moderate expansion » 
By 190f? a Bnai Zion Society was in existence^ *2U At the same tise 
or shortly thereafter, two more Zionist Organizations were 
established in Los Angeles j the "ATat Zion Society #2 and the 
"Sisters of Zion" a women's Zionist Groupj ^2$„ 
Now there were a total of fi-u-e Zionist societies* Los Angeles 
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^s distant from the rest of the Jmiish trorld, but it wa^.no 
vacuum. V world wide i«aveisent, vhich so emoUoaally grasped 
Jews, ^as maUng itself felt in Las Angoles too, albeit only «ith 
East Btiropean Jeua, Ihe first decade of ^b twentieth Centcry 
started off slow3y tut it did show Zionist gains. 



mm 



atftmrnm 



Chapter 1 FooiaMtes 1-25 - 

I. Bnai Brith Messenger April 28, 1899 
2„ "IjOS Angeles" Jewish Encyclopedia {l?OU) "vlll 1^ 
3» S, Rosen ^•v&r Ctohoibfun Tziotiisra isi C&HSorai&^g Josepli L, Kalamut ed« 

"Zimland Caliromia Eiaiaond Jtibilee Wujnber " Septeiaber 1925) pp73-75 
says that "Uiere were only 7^ East Eiirqpean Jerwish famlies ia Lob 
Aju^elea at '^hat i&s>Bm 
It* Etb f'lax Hussbaum "History of Zionism in Los Ajfigeles," Joseph L.Malainut ed© ^ 

Southwest Jewry Vole 111 Los Angeles, Calif* 19$7 
$» S, Eosen, "Zrailaiad*' op, cito 
6b Bnai Brith Messenger March 8, 1901 
7, Se Rosen "Zanland" Op„ Cit« 
6* Ibid 

9„ Dr, Vla.x Hussbaum Sou^Uiwest Jewry Op, cit« 
10, S, Kosen "Ztmland" Op, Cit« 

II, Ibid - says there were only 75 East European Jewish faBdliee in 
los Angeles at that tliee* 

12* Nussbauja Southwest Jewry Op, Git, Photstatic copy of "Ahaba'tti Zions" 

ffiesibership list of 1910„ 
13(1 Williaffi BluiTienthal intenriew (on tape) July 9j 1970 
1^6 ■^e Xoung Zionist Association, Ksdsssah and the Kathaa Straus 

Palestine Societyo 
15* a) Bnai Brith Messenger^ August 16, 1912 
15 be) Harry Fram, " A page from the past"^ George Saylin edc 

("Jubilee Ko, Jewish Natioijal Fund of los Angeles") p<,37 ]| 
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iSa) J,Lo Malamut "Ziinland" (California Piajaoad Jubilee aasifoer) 1925. 
l6b) Bnai Brith Messenger July 9, 1920 

17, Nussbatun, "Southwest Je'srry" Op. Cit* Places birlii of T.2vA. ia 1902 
lSa») Bnai Erith Ifesseiigsr Aug, 31|» 1905 

iSb.) J. h Malanait >«South«cest Jewry Vol, 1" (Sunland Publishing, 1926) pe89 
19a) 5, Rose "Der (Msoib — " 2unland Op„ Cit» says 2$0 meim&rs 
19bo) Kussbauiu ^Soutfti/est Jevwy^ Op, Cit says $0 WBimerSo 
19c«) Bnai Brith ffessenger Feb ISj 190? seems to si^sport RosSe If 19 new 
ineiabere were elected in one business meeting, its tola! meaijership 
was probably much higher than ^0^ 
19d,) Bnai Brith Hessenger Oct* 30, 1907 seeias to suppor Rosens higher 
figure alsoe Article is about the ?th AnniTersary of the Touiig 
Zionist 'frjith 200 couples in attendance, 

20. S„ Rosen, "Ber Onhoib" "Zunland" Op, Cit, 

21a) Bnai Briih Messenger Jan. 28, 19C^4 

21b) Baai Brith Kessenger Jun& 29,1906 

2lc) Bnai Brith ^fessenge^ Sept* 27, 19C7 

21d) Bnai Brii^ Messenger July 9, 1915 

21e^) Bnai Brith Messenger Oct, 15,191^ 

22ae, Bni Brith flessenger April 30, 1905 

22b. Bnai Brith Jfessenger Oct. 30^ I907 

22c, Bnai Brith Messenger May 7, 191^ 

22i Bnai Britli Messenger llay 18, 19C^ 
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22e, Bnai Brith Messenger Sept, 27, 1?C7,' 
22f 6 Bnai Bidth Messenger Jmse 29* 1906 
2>.> Bnai Brith ffessei^er Jsa„ 28, 19QU 
23b<. Bnai Brith Messenger Jan^ Hi, l^ff? 
2ijo Bnai Brith Messenger April 26, 19C7 
25* Bnai Bri'Ua Jfessenger Aug„ 16, 1912 
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Chapter 2 
Ihe second Decade of IjOs Angeles ZioniBm ' 1910-1320 

The second decade of Los Arigeles Zionism began vrxih a happy 
pjxfcileia* Sitice there were five soeie1d.es working for the oarcs goals 
Hhere was a need for ^e coordijistion of activities and the 
eetablishiasiit of joint ciigr vdde endeavors, George Bloom and ottiers 
had previousl^ir created a Goldati Books modeled after the ^tioaal 
Golden Bookj to raise money for a coinraoB Sienist concern, 
«the Jefwish National Fund*' *1 Nob* the idea was eiqjaaded to a 
GoHen Book Coimtiittee to handle all joint Zionist endeayors. *2 
In effect it was the first Zionist Council in Los Angeles, Its 
activities ranged from ;Joint picnics, to sending speakers to 
synagogues and organising protests over the adoption of Genaan 
in the fechnicuitto *3 

21ie second decade of the 20th century also began to witness 
soitje iatere sting innovcttions in Los Angeles ZioniBiao On January 21, 
1913 a now type of Zionist group was formed, "Hoachoosa"B ^s 
new groiip xms not established for social^, educational or propagandistic 

reasons* It T7as not a philaatteopic econosrlc group supporting 

-r 
Sioniet institutional work in Pales tine « *^t vas a "hard nose" 

capitalistie organisation of imrestors modeled off of similar 

groups already in existence in St, Louis, New York, and Chicago o 

Its purpose vas to fons a corporation and sell stocky WitH 

the resulting capital, it would purchase and develop land in 

Pales tine o «U 
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Diis group was interesting f&r Bereral ret&sonst 
1«) It sought to bring about pereoiial inwolvenient in PalestiiKfe 
Shis made Palestine real not just an object of chariVe 
2«) Its econoED-c randeaTer was capitalistic, laot pMlan^fcropiCo 
3,) It concentrated only ob the economie aspect* 
h.*) It represented a asatura-tioH of Los Angeles Zionists, who were 
thh able to participate in economic endeavors of substance^, 
So) -^t brpttght new influential people into Hms Zionist laoirewients, 

Some of the leaders of Hoachoosa such as its Pre si dent j 
George Bldom and its secretary, Charles Eisenstein, had been 
active in the ihabath Zion Society or the Young Zionist Association 
previously, Hoaevsrj other activist^ such as Dr, leo Slass and Attorney 
Hyam Shapiro were newe «S ^ess lEjere men of some stature and 
aoae reoneyo However, even these men were stiH entirely of East 
European oi^gino ^ey had no real status in the predominantly 
Gennan Jem.8h establishiaent most influential in the los Angeles 
.(Jewish concauniiyo «6 

At this point things were about to chaise. During the course of 
IjOs Angeles Zionist histoiy there were a nuniber of in^jortant influential 
visitorsj from outside Los Angeles* %e most significant visit 
was that of Mr. and Mrs* Nathan Straus of New York in the spring 
of I91J46 As a result, two Zionist oriented (if not strictly Zionist) 
organisations were bom: Vob "Nathan Straus Palestine Advancement 
Society" and "Hadassah^e *7 Even more inqjortant than the founding 
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19. 
of new organizatd-ons, leadership from the German establishiaent 
becarae involved in supporting Zionist causes and in Zionisri itself* 

Ihe Straus fard-ly, not only owned and operated I%cy's 
Department Store in Hew York but they also represented the ve3^ 
epitome of the German Jewish establishment in the United States. 
Ifr, Nathan Straus was one of the most respected members of this 
prestigious family that included the first Jewish Cabinet member in 
United States history, *8 Nathan Straus himself was greatly renowned for 
business, civic service and philanthropy. His prestige was truly- 
profound and natiowcHide, «9 

Some Angelenos also knew that he was friendly to Zionism and 
took advantage of that knowledge. On March 22, 1911t a reception 
was held for the distir^uished visitors at th^ old Bnai Brith Hall 
on Seventeenth Street near Figueroa, An unanounced resolution and 
proposal was planned which would use the prestige of the Strauses 
to involve Los Angeles German Jews in Zionist support activitieso 

^ leaders of established Jewry in Los Angeles were seated 
in the first row of chairs directly facing the renowned guests, 
3hey could look at the visitors face to face, but they were also 
under their scrutiny, "^e seating was planned to make it difficult 
for Los Angeles leaders to fail to participate in this 
resolution or proposal, in honor of the prestigious guests. 

After greetings and speeches were heard, a resolution was moved 
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aad uaaniBiousl^ adopted to establish a socio'ty "for "the purpose 
of making contributions to the econoDiic restoration of Palestine," 
TJia Nathan Straus Palestine Advancement Society was bom. It was 
bom with tiis help and partiaipation of maisy of ths Zos Angelas 
German-Jewish leadership, The first president of tJie Socieigr 
vas tfeirco R« Hewnarkj a scion of one of the most outstanding Log 
Angeles Gernaa Jewish famlies (He later becanss a coiaplete Zionist 
and Zio3fiist leader c He was an early President of the L^s Angeles 
Distpict of "Sie Zionist Organization of America) ^le second President 
of the Nathan Straus Society;' was I<ouis M, Cole a former president 
of the Los Angeles Chaitflser of Coiffiaerce and a son-in-la'ar to the 
Hellfflaa family"* *10 

jfetrry EVam, Hib Zionist "Kochleffel" of Ahavat Zion, Xoung 
Zionist Association and Bnai Zi'on was instrmaental in this drarssa 
of the formation of the Nathan Straus Palestine Advanceiuent Sooiely 
aad its iKTolvexent of Gei^nan Jewish Los Angeles* *11 
He never forgot the propagandistio goa-Js of ihB old Aha'^'s.t Zion 
Soiety in bringing Geraan Jews into the jaovement for the support 
of the ecoKomc restoration of Palestine e Ha still was, in a sense, 
sitting up all night with H^ Bloora wsri'tang letters to eimry German 
Jew in Los Aj^eles asM.ns them to invest ^^oOO in the Colonial Banko 

"Sae establishment of Hadassah, though directly related to the 
abffv« story, tarried for two years e Ihd foradng of Hadassah was 
also the result of ihe Straus visits to Los Angelas and Harry 
Fraass aeal in devising nsthods to involve the Los Angeles Jewi-sb 
establish-TDnt in Zionist causes., 
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Apparently the relationship , between Harry Fraa and the Strauses had 
not elided ia l?llt<, Mrs* Nathan (lina) Stratis was again .visiting 
in Southern California during Ws winter and spring of 19l6« Osi 
fercli 13s, *^s» Sti-aus replied, in a letter to Hairy Frajo, accsptiag 
an iHTitation to attend a w^eting on March 30* 193^ at Bnai Britli 
^B^jle organised for ths purpose of establisMr^ the Los Angeles 
Chapter of Hadassah, *22 Xos Angeles Hadassah was chartered nationally 
on July 1916* 55ie lor^ significant career of Hadassah in l<js Angeles 
was launched, Farthenaore^ unlike the Ka-Uian Straus Palestine 
Advancement Sociel^j it was launched as an official Zionist Group wilii 
a charter from Mational Hadassah, a branch of the Zionist 
Federation and later of the 2ionist Organisation of AEsericao *13 
Hefvertheless^ unlike existl):^ %onist groups it was not exclusively 
Bast Sm»opean and it was not alienated from iiie Gerraan-Jewish Power 
structiiree In fact, its birth took place insdd© the Bnai Brith 
^BeispleB Ifeetidgs also continued there for a long iiaie* Many 
people considered Hadassah as an adjunct to this ^fen^jlsj, the 
very center of the Geriaaa Jewish establishsKat of Los Angeleso *lli 

However, the birth of Los Angeles Kada-ssah, vhich furthered 
ttie process of bringing the Zionist cause into accepted respectable 
circles, did not just happen, A 1^% Saamel Goldstein and Reverend 
David liknaits had been working at establishing Kadaseah for some 
■Ujne, TMitiiout much succesSa In the winter of 19l6j the visiting 
lina Straus showed interest, *1$ Hadassah was established in the 
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spring of -that year and chartered tiiat summer as a result of 
that interests *l6 Harsy SVam^ again, was treraendously influential 
in its estabHshiaeutff *1? %d.s Zionist acti'vist wag agaiH 
responsible for another double victory for tos Alleles Zioni5ia« 
Another Zionist Organization was bornj which would expand in the 
fntare to the point where it would outstrip all oiiiers in size 
and ih mny accorqslishaientso Farthertftore, Zionisa itself 
was given a respectable ijaage. 

Aithooigh the establiEhiaiKit of Los Angelse Jfedassah was a master - 
stroke in prosroting respectabiHitjr for Zionism, it did not 
real3y convert the new saestoershlp to the Zionism it espoused^ 
Early Los Anga^jss Badassah was Zionist in name arid association 
only* *18 %B main activities centered on small philantJiropic 
endeavors such as seaing children's clothing to sej^ to Palestine^ 
gathering elotbiEg for hospdtalsy and a Edlk fund* *2S 
National Ksadquarters once referred to it as "the Los Angeles 
Sewing Circle", *20 Indeed j it was principaly a sewing circle 
at that i&xm. Others also referred to it ia this Banner* ^1 

Horinal Zionist activities such as poli'tical pressure, 
propaganda or even self -education into the principles of Zionisai 
were largely shonneda Henrietta Szoldp the founder and leader of 
the JJational Badassah once received a letter frosi the Secretary of the 
Los AngeXss Chapter in 1?17 ( Bertha Brown, later !^s, Adolph Sieroty) 
which coaiplained . of recieving too large a number of bulletins 
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from "Qm National office, Ihe 3Letter was- concernsd with cost of 
postage in aiailiHg iiiem to each mentoer because the group did not 
aset regularly. lS,ss Saold did not think -Hiat such an attitude 
WS.S irti3y ZiorAst* *22 Hies Szold >irpte an appeal to Ha^*y Ffaat 
to monitor the group so as to "help out" in infusing sorae 
KioflisB into it, -fi23 

Los Angeles ^dassah leadership was not truly actively 
Zionist until the advent of Jfe-e^ Adolph Sieroty to the 
presidency in -tiie middle 1520*8. 15rs« Sieroty proved to be a 
dynamic active Zionist leader in Los Angeles* ^k 

HotwithstaiuSing the lack of Zionist enthueia^ssii in early HadasBah, 
its addition to the Los Angeles Zionist fold was extremely 
iHportant to the Zionist nsovejEeato 

Iho second decade also •aitnessed more interesting innorations 
in I«s Angeles Zionism, Hyphenated, variant Zionism inade its 
appearance, Heligious-Zionism in the form of "Miarachi" and labor- 
Zionism in iiie torn of the "Farbando" Ihe beginnings of bo-Ui 
groupS;> at this tine, were tentative* ^ey did not have their 
real births and growth until 1iie 19'!20'So 

MS.srachi, tiie Religious-Zionist Organizatioa «!as established 
in 1916 by Rabbi I, Weme of Beth Israel CongregatioHj the first 
Orthodox Congregation in Los Armeies «, *2^a An atteitpt to give 
it impetus took place in March 1917o Rabbi Keii' Berlin^ President 
of ifetional Mlarachi, visited Los Angeles and spoke at all of tibe 
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Orthodoz Syiiagogues from March 3rd throxigh March Bth^ ^6 
Probably there was an increase in meiribership for a short while. 
However, this prestigious visit did not seea to have a lasting 

. , Ifibctt" -Zionism also came to Los Armeies in 1913* Pealei Zion 
began wiiii 5 members laeeting in a private homso It did not begine 
signircantljr until later. The first sizable form of I^bor Zionism 
was in the Jevdsh National Workers AlliancOj the "Farband^ Xsrhich 
started in 1917 "with 20 jaentoers. Unlike Poalei Ziony it concentrated 
on -Uie fraternal and insiirance aspect wore t!^n the political 
aspect of ZioKlsBi* It reiaained the only branch of the Farbas^ 
fear alaost fifteen years,* 29 Howeverji there would be further advsncee 
for labor Zionism londer "Poalei Zion" in the 1920's, 

The ffiain stream of los Angeles Zionism itself also changed in 
the latter part of this decade. As a result of the 1918 Buffalo 
Zionist convention tiie District aj^stem was imposed upon Loe Aj^geles, 
Th.e oiatliaes of I©s Angeles Zionism under a national Zionist 
Organiaation of Anjeriea^ as it e:Kiste today can be seen developing 
at this time* Ihis did not occur wiiiiout a great deal of 
dissatisfaction on the part of Los Aj^eles Zionists, ^ney 
argued against the iwpersonaliiy of the plan and the oves'central- 
izatioK that it isfOQld imposej which would stifle the creative u2^o, *30 

^he great convulsion of World War 1 also a product of the second 
decade of the t*rentieth eentwry, could not fail to have a great impact 
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ott that periods ZionisH in Los Angelss, Although the battlefields 
were distaat and Aaierica's iBprolTOiiisat tarried j, Hm Jeuisti 
world was affected dramatically. It was affected aegatLvelyj 
by battles ehurning over the secticns of Etirope that had the 
highest Jewish conoentra felons, 3ia lishuv (the Jewish 
setileissat in Palestine) was luidergoing great repression 
ftrcsi the Turkish govewaasnt which doubted its loyall^o Starvation 
and displacemeat "Has rife both in Surope and Palestine » 
American help through the American Jewish Joint Distribution 
Comraittee was cut off when "ttie United States entered the ^ar* 

%e Jewish world, especial;^ the Zionist moveasnt was positively 
affected fey the Allied overtures of friendship, 3he Balfour 
Declaration proM.8ing the Jews a "hon^land in Paleatinss" 
emo^onally appealed to all Jewsp eren a great nvaaber who were 
committed to the road of eieancipatlon, 'Sas world witnessed for 
the first taais since ihe fall of ttie second eonimocwealtli> a Jewish 
«iilitar|fjrCOistiag©at fighting under its own banners on holy Palestinian 
soil* 

Ihese draiaatic events did not by -pa as provincial Los Angeles* 
Allied recognition of the Zionist nsoveieent as being representave 
of the Jevjish people gave Los Angeles Zionisia more currency among 
the Jewish citizens of this cityo 

When Hie Balfour Declaration was annoTanced^ and after General 
Alleiiby captured Jerusaleaj Los Angeles Zionists staged a 
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trentendaus rally in celebration aad ideatificailoa at Cltiiaes 
Attditoriiini at Sth and Olivs in downtown Los Angeles 
(Philhai^iionic Auditorium) on Jaima.vy 27j 1918« Eabbi Isadore 
Wirers. an old Los Anseles Zionist acti'vist and leader cJraire^ 
ihe rally which bad tcs tarn away thousands of people who wanted 
to atteiid, 3^e AnditoriuBi had at leat a ^pOD capaciV* ( -^s 
was at a tbrje when the entLre Jewish populaiion of Los Angeles 
Tias on3y 20^000 according to Torspan and Gartner in the "History 
of the Jews of Los Angeles), 

Great honor was confered ttpi-iljos Angeleg Jews and Zionists by 
the Los Angeles non- Jevdeh coBmnmity when stellar figxires 
participated in this rally, Hsbbi l^ers isras introduced to the 
asseidbly by Dr. Glen Mo Williams, the personal representative of 
ffeyor Woodi^n, T)ie Reverend Dr. John Cowleyp the representative of 
•Catholic Bishop John Cantsell and the Reverend Dr. James Aa FraneiG 
of tiie First Baptist Church addressed the assembly., Bstablishwent 
Jewish personages such as Rabbi Dr» Sigaund Hecht and Rabbi Dr* 
Sdgar Hagnin of Bnai Brith Ifeiaple also addressed the rally, 
lbs saa^or address appealing for the Foundation Fttnd (Keren 
Eayesod) was made by the Reverend Reynold E, BUghtj Pastor of 
the "Chxtrch of ihs People," %e Reverend WilHaai Blackstone presented 
the Zionist resolutions wianimously adopted by ths assembly vrf.th 
the veteren Zionist Ere Louis G, Reynolds. J^en a United States 
Ha-vv Contingent isoade an appearance. *31 Indeed^ it appeared that 
■Uie Zionist speakers such as Dr, Reynolds, ^e David h^ Liioiaitz, 
Mr« Chaim Shapiro played a secondary roll at this treraendousJSy 
succassful rallyo 
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This emotional outpoiirir^ demonstrated several things; the 
pent up concern of Iios Angeles de^ns with -the fate of their 
relatives in Europe and Palestine, the appeal of the ZiortLat 
movement as a solution to this concern and the acceptance of 
ZioJiism as legitimate, not only 1>y all parts of the Jewish 
conmnmity but by the non Jewish community as well. '-There 
could be no doubt that Zicwiism -was no longer just a quixotic weight- 
less plaything of East European Jews, World events put Los Armeies 
Zionism before the eyes of the entire community* 

Ihis event also marked the first attenpt in Log Angeles of a 
large scale mass appeal for a Zionist Fund Institution. Reverend 
B13^hfc raised ^10,000 for the Foundation Fund (Keren Hayesod) *32 
(Interestingly at this Zionist rai:i^ denoting self pride and confidence 
the Los Angeles 2imes quotes a "prominent Jew" as saying "Ihis - - - 
will in no way interfere with the raising of money with which 
to carry on the ware The men who are giving to the rebuilding 
fund are men who are abundantly able to buy Liberty Bonds of 
big denominations, and they will buy them when asked to do do," 
Jews were still fearful of the charge of dual loyalty,) This 
type of activity was later to become the outstanding manifestation 
of Los Angeles Zionism, 

Zionisfc ferver in Log Angeles, aroused by the war and the 
Balfour Declaration, did not end with mass meetit^s, A local 
Jewish Legion coimoittee vm.s formed which consisted of veteran 
Zionist activists. Rabbi Isadore Wt^ers, George Bloom, I%urice 
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Kaafi^m and I* Saxnaoff, '^aey enHstsd yoimg Angclenos into the 
Jewish Leglorij ot the British Arn^^ Hhese young Ken participated 
in -Uie rirst Jewish iTdlitary formation since ihe fall of the second 
contraoKi'jealth, *33 
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Chapter 111 

%e !aiird Dacade J The 1920<s 

Ti-e t-lilrd decade oS L^s Aageles Zionisa began 'ad.ih a clash ef 
cyiiSbalBo 3^9 great war to sa-re democracy was fought and ^Kon. A 
peace trea-ty bad been written which not only concerned itself -with 
the rights of Jewish and other ffionoiritieB, but underscored ^e claiias 
of both Autcaordsia and ZionisaiB %e Jewish idght to its own 
perticipating cemKiuifiitles "within central and east European countries 
was recognized. "Sm Jewish claim to a homeland in Palestine was 
endorsed* Coii^ined with thiSj the apparent success of the process 
of eirancipation in Gernany and the Westj indicated that all three 
Je»ish secular motreiaents would hare their day in this brarc 
new decade. 

In Los Alleles, Zionism, apparently^ fiad t^e most appealing 
success, to the Jewish tasLti in the street o Ihis vas demonstrated 
in a gigantie display never before seen in t^e Los Angeles 
Jewish Coni3!miniiy« l^is display was occasioned by the desiro of 
Los Angeles Jesrs to honor Great Britain ^n its assu»:ption of the 
Palestine Mandate, 

Ihat Mandate was given to Britain by the Laagne of Kations* 
Its pmpose was to implement the Balfour Declaration by - 
prc<viding a "i<b.tional Hoess for the Je^«.Eh People" 'td.iid.n 
Palestine* 
"■~ Los Angeles Jei&ns responded to this ne;fs "Sidth emotional 
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enthusiasm, TTnder Hhe direction and leadership of the Loe Angeles 
Zionist Districtj sixi,;^ five Jewish Organizations participated 
in a gigantic rally* Eetereen 10,000-25jOOO attended the rally 
in Easposition Park. *X (ihe Los Angelss Tiaes of J^me 28j 1920 
gave the figirre of 25,000. %e Bnai Brith Ifessenger of July 9,1920 
gave ths figure of 10^000*) In either case tJ^ figure is most 
iu^ressiire considerit^g the size of the Los Angeles population at 
that timeo ^hree years later, there were only b3sOOO Jews in Los 
AngeleSft *2 

%e rally was preceded by a Massive motorcade of tiiree thousand 
automobiles ■Uiat saade iheir way to the park from the Courthouse„ 
Ihe Kotorcade ^jas. joined by a searching section at Jefferson StK-eet 
on its way to ths parfco 

%G celebration was officially begun at 3:00 P.M„ by Abraham 
(JonQh) Shapiro, the President of the Los Alleles Zionist District . 
who greeted ihe Asseribly in the naice of the Zionist Organisation 
of America , Despite the participation of other groups^ it was strictly 
a Zionist affairj^, The chain^ian of the day. Rabbi Isador Kyers, 
iras introduced by Karco R« Kewriarkj i^& President of Los Arigeles 
Lodge of the Bnai Brith. and tte first President of the Mathan Straus 
Palestine Advancenient Society (and later the first German Jevdsh 
President o£ the Los Angol>S3 2ionist district). Other addresses were 
Etade by Judge W, H* Thonas, Rabbi Koses Rosenthal, Dr» Louis G„ ' 
Reynold J Dr* lao Blass (who spoke in Tiddush the Japanese consul 
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who requested permsgion to speak, and Mr* ,H Gearing who represented 
the Biritish Consul, A resolution praising and congratulating ■Use 
British gotrernmeat for accepting the inandata was passed by tlie 
rally, in the rta.TB& of "- - "We, the Zionists of Southem 
California in great niass meeting assembled^" *3 

Ujis was truly a laanife station of identi-ty with the aiir^ of 
ihe Zioolst moveraent by Jewish Los AngeXeSo '%e participation of 
sixiy five Jewish groups, 1516 turnout and the fervor displayed 
showed the great involveKsnt of Los Aj^eles Jewry in the 
Zionist dream. Ihey did not even cavil at being officially 
Identified as Zionists* 5he beginning year of the new decade 
. certainly presaged ten years of great Zionist achievenento 

!lhe paradox of Los Ajjgeles Zionism manifested itself most 
interestiJTtly at this tijae* The 25^000 who allowed themselves to 
be identified as Zionists, at Hie icass i^eting, did no troop to 
colors when the "hoopla" ended. «ii General Zionist sietiibership 
during the 1920 »s never reached the figure of 2^000^^*5 
labor Zionist Bjasbership was also qiaite modest diiring that period* ^ 
%is was not a period of great personal involveiiijent in Zionist 
activities other th.an fundraisinga ^e nujibers of Zionists remained 
saiall but ihe nunibera of dollars raised for Zionist instifetions 
and causes escalated treinendons][y„ Ihe nusiber of people joining 
the Zionist Organisation, of Ajjisrica was jnodest* !Ihe nusdjer of 
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people contributdjr^ to Keren Hayesod and the Jewish National 
Efeidonal JPmid was sigciiMcant* *7 

la a sease the presagement of Jime 27, 1920 was wrouga 2^©re 
was no terriTic growth in JEacbesrship and personal imrolvSEent 
of Los J^ngeles <3&hs in Zionism in ih9 1930' s« In another sense, 
ijb& presagement of Juite 27s 1920 was correct^ Los Ait^eles Jews 
did continue their identification with the Zionist cause in t&e 
1520«s, However it was a philanthropic j "pocketbook"j identification* 
^ey supported other Jews in their nationalist endeavor, Biey felt 
eMoilonally involved in tiielr success in recreating the "Alt-Heulaiai*'' 
Siey were eager to support it in aany financial and political way^ 
but they were not prepared to be a part of it« 2his kind of financial 
and political suppocrt does not require aiejabership in a Zionist grot??, 
although it does recogniae Zionist leadership* 

%e "hoopla'* of Exposition Park was not eoimterfiet nor was 
it ephemeral* ^t did denote the success of i^e Zionist appeal and 
the growth of Zionist support. It did not denote the success of 
ZionisBi as a way of life for American Jews* 

'Qa.s "was the outstanding tread of I>os Aiigeles Zionism when it 
begano Xt continued as its outstanding manifestation with 
increased e3ai?)hasis and tsmpOp into the 1920'so 

Los Angeles Zionists were disappointed in t^e 1920* s hy 
their 3ack of ability to reflect obvious Jewish synmathy and 
identification in greatly increased rce:d>ership, *8 However, 
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Zionist leadership did aofc neglect ths eStart to recmito Rabtd 
Isadora %ers, ihe ChairsKin of botb. successful rallies in 1918 aj5d 
i920j ccmtirmed his effortSj of BSEar years standing, ia 
recruitment until his death in 1923s in sji autotaobile addidento *9 
During ihe High Holidays Rabbi ifyers^ Dto Louis G, Reynolds and 
other leaders would speak at the various syaagognes to tity to 
recTtdt More meinfaerso *10 Speakers, leaders p scholars, national 
and international Zionists periodically visited the citjf to lectore and 
promote meitfcershipe *11 

3he social approach at recraiteifflnt and fuadraising reappeared 
in the spring of 1921 ■wSiea a great Zionist Ball was heldo It 
featus'od the great movie and entertainment stars Bebe Daniels and 
Camel ^t^ers (the datighter of Rabbi Isadore J^?'ers) . Hcwever, it 
also vas tuasfsiccesBfulp achieving only a small tamoute*12 

An attea5>t ^as wade to involve the reiigiously unaffiliated 
and newly arrived los Asjgeles "Jews in Kionism, in 1923« '^e 
Zionist Cte^anization of American sponsored a "Bjusbroom" synagogue 
for the High Holiday ssrvices, which was addressed by leany spealcersj 
apparently in the hops of attracting new iseJitoerehipa ^1^ Z.O.A's 
entrance into i2ie field of High Holiday "imishroom synagogues^ 
was not again repeated^ but recruiisHent drives continuedo *ib 

( Interestingly enough, one area of possible iii^soptaiit 
Zionist iRerisership was neglect,ed in the 1920* s as it was previously^ 
Los Angeles, then as now, had a great nun&er of. college csK^uses 



-,-.^->.i :;kt 



mmmmmmmmmmmmmum 



37 o 

located ±n aiid arotmd its en^lronso Howeverj they were aeglectad. 

Ko atten^t was aade to establish a viable Zionist movenient on canqous *l5 

Biis is qiaite interesting 5 considering the fact tJiat the leadership 

of the World ''ionist movement j of that decade, exemplified by 

Cbaim Weiamann came from the colleges and universities of Central 

and Western Etirope. ) 

The gi-eat Jewish icaeses did not join in siembership in the 

* Zionist moveKsntc Ihey were still comparatively new in L^s 
Angeles and were primarily involved in their «fwn economic 
problems, *16 Hosreverj modest grow"^ did occiarj in^ortant 
changes did take place^and Zionist leadership was being 
developed and accepted by cany elements of the coaimani*^*!? 
^ modest expansion of laejBbership, tbe creation of new groups and 
the development of different forms of Zionism prosiptsd another 

' effort at establishing a Zionist eo^mcilj in 192? o Aaron Rlche, 
the Paresident of the I^s Angeles District of the 2.0„A„ was 
concerned ^rith the overlapping activities of the various Zionist 
Oi^anizations in Los Angeles, In order to prevent this^ he called 

[ for the es tabid shment of a Zionist Council to promote ar^i coordinate 
Zionist activities^ *18 Mr, Ricbe's attenipt at coordination at 
this time was not too euccessful. *19 However, it does demonstrate 
that there was growth and proliferation in Los Ajige3,es Zionism even 
though it was disappointingly imspectaculsre 
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New attd important leadership was also watsrialiaing ard 
d6f\reloping in I^s A|.iSeles Zionism. Dr, M,J. Hissotsiy^ Aaron 
Ricbe^ Benjamin M, Goldirani! Jacob Alkow and others devoted iheiHselYes 
to organizatioaal developsKnto *20 Jacob Alkow^ an arrival trcu 
Hew York actually involved the Gerr^an doisinated Los Angeles 
Jewish Federation in furthering Zionist programs in youth work and 
in educationo *21 Under his direction and tbeir sponsorship there 
•Has developed in Iios Angeles a Zionist oriented Jevrish Center in the 
Boyle Heights Distpict*, 

Its purpose -Bas to provide a Jewish environinent and iii^jart 
a sense of Jewish peoplehood into the youth of Boyle Heights, A 
"Modern l^lmiid Tbrah" was also estaolished "by J^» Alkow iwith F'sderation 
assistance, Tjjis school used as its model the Zionist Schools of 
Eastern Europe and was based upon Hebrew cultare* *2? Although 
iiiese Zionist achievements of Mr, Alkow vere significant^ they 
did not reality indicate the involverosnt of the German Jevish 
establishment in the Zionist dreaau ^t just indicates again iheir 
tolerance, lack of antagonisnijand the charitable inclinations of 
the Los Angeles establishment a *23 

Bie establishsient of the center and Hebrew School do not 
indicate the widening of the progran of the organized Zicniet movement 
into personal involverrient and organized youth work, Ihey were 
essentially the Zionist program of one manj Jack AlkoWy supported 
frwn the non-Zionist sources of the Jewish Federation and private 
groiipingsc 
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SVom tiie Oi^aaizatLon viewpoint, oire-bi" -the most significant 
naides in Los Angeles at iiiis periodj desendng special ttsntion, is 
Dr, H. Jfi Hissotsliyo Besides being one of the priine organizers 
.' of the ti'^BSRdousSy suceeasrul Zeren Kayesod caapaigna of this 
decade, he gave an inordinate amoimt of his time and energy in 
. building vsp the Zionist organiaation in Los Angeles e From his 
arrival in 1918 till his death in 1925 he devoted himself singie- 
sdndedly to Zionism and its financial causes from personal inrestment 
to treiaendous caagsaigns such as Keren Hayesod^ He did this as 
' an ordinary sseaiber of Z^OJla cLt^ as the President of the Los A^igelee 
' Histpicte He spent more time on Zionisa iiian he did on bis own 
ittsdical praeticeo In 1922, he vent to Palestine for a year* He 
returned to prepare for persianeat eadLgratioaA He di<&d before he 
could achive this dreaiae'^li In a period in which the concept of 
^ *>Aldyah" was foreign to American Zionism, TiTtt Wissots^ was truly 
an nmisiial Isader* 

One of the in^sortant new Zionist organisations that developed 
: in ^hs 1920' s Tfas the Herzl Zionist Cliib* It was unusual in that 
it concentrated upon young peoplse It was a young adult Zioriist 
group t^at brought urjnarried people into Sionism and it achieved 
. considerable Bieni>ership, However, it was not a yocth group, oriented 
to teenage and college age young people„ ---25 

One evening in the Fall of" 1921 several young professionals 
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includii;^ Er, Eugene Goldj Dr. Miriam Shapiro, Jacob Alkow, Rose 
Pahn and others met at the home of ^ose Pahn and organized the 
Hersl Clubo It became successful and attracted mostly 
lower middle class young people into Zionism, Once again the 
forraala of "social Zionism" was employed in the growth of the 
Zionist movement. Young Jewish Ar^elenos needed a place to meet 
one another and an occasion, to fraternize. The Herzl Zionist 
Club met this, need and used it to further the Zionist purpose, *26 

Originally the program of the Heral Club consisted sole3y 
of Zionist lectures and discussions and classes in Hebrew and 
HistOTye At that time, it grew only to a metribership of forty or 
fifty. Later when social elements were introduced, Heral's 
mertoership suddenly increased to three hundred. 

Despite its social bacl^roxind Heral was an active group in 
work for Zicaiist causes. In fact it became known for its 
work and for the "harmonious homey feeling" that the members had 
toward each other, *27 

^e Herzl Club always remained within the Los Angeles District 
of the Z,0,A, during the 1920^s, At one time, because of its growth and its age 
difference, it considered forming its own district <, *28 

l^dassah, the Women's Zionist Organization continued to grow 
in the beginning of the new decade, ^^9 Nevertheless, at first 
it also continued to display shallow content in its Zionism 
and in its work for Zion, *30 ^ small ei^ansion of Hadassah's aiiMi 
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is ttoted in -Uie Bnai Brlth MesssKger oi* October iSg 192 Oj whan 
it was aiffioTinced tliat Eadassah would Riake "badly needed hospital 
supplies in iiie coming year as ■well as sew "children's garjEsnts" 
as they had done exclttsively imtil that tis^, Howerei-j, this 
was not to endure* New leadership caice to the fore in Hadassah 
later in the decade in the form of JS-s^ Ado3ph Sieroty* Uiyier that 
leaifership Kadassah participated Eiors fully in an exteaGive Arasiricaii 
Zionist prc^am, *31 

Ihe 1920>s also witnessed another change in Hadassah* Wonka's 
Zionisia also looked youthward^ In 1925"26 the first Jimior Hadassah 
Group was organized in Loa Angeles with ttrelve jaenfoers under liie 
presidency of Rose Pahn (who "Has also instrumental in liie foundii^ 
of the Herzl Club.) By 1927* Junior Hadassah had already e^gjanded 
into one hundred raeirtoers. *32 Toung ■wonea as iiell as the older 
woitisn were being attracted into Sionism under the Hadassah banner 
in that decade e 

General Zionist and Women's Organisations irere not the only ones 
that materialised and e^^sanded in this decadao ^e real birth and 
growth of hyphenated Zionism also took place at this timeo 

^ere had been moveiaent previously toward the organisation 
of labor Zionism in Los Angeles as early as 1913* At that ti^e 
Fishel Itiskinj Yankel Weiner? Aaron and Ghaim Shapiro, I« S, Kaumoyj 
Jfoseph Goodly and Joseph Hirsh :net together in a private hoine to 
begin Los Angeles'' first I^bor Zionist groupo*33 
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Astron and Chaim Shapiro were instrumental in this beginnii:^,*3U 
3he Farband varietsr of labor Zionism vas organiaed as early as 
1917«-3$ Hcr.7ever, the real "coadrtg of age" of Labor Zionism 
did net occur until 1922 o Up uiitil liiat tima labor Zioaisrs 
remained ti:io^« ^e Farband labor Ziordst order did not expand into 
a second branch until 1932 •*36 

Labor Zionisra in Los "ngeles really began as a significant 
BoTement, in the 1920' s aroimd the figiire of Dr* Nathan SaltziKQe *37 
Msnibership in this forns of Zionism paralleled general Zionist growth^ 
althotigh it was somewhat sffiallera As in the general Zionist movemeatj 
there was no dramatic increase in meiribership, wi13i the entrance 
of this i^Mf decade of expectationso As ia general ZionisBij there 
was a modest growth^ %e exact siae of Poalei Zion, the labor 
Zionist Party Group^was probably in -Uie neighborhood of a thousand. 
We do loiow iitat It did not achieve its greatest laeB&ership of 
1,200" until Kuch later^ *38 Ihe Farband, the Labor Zionist fraternal 
order, contdnned to exist then as only one branche ^t did not 
ejqpand as a more complete organization until 1932* *39 Despite 
its lack of drawa, Labor Zionism grewj developed and oect^ied an 
iB^ortant place in the developrs^nt of Zionism as a whole „ «iiO 
•^t enlarged the scope of Zionism to include more of the eniire 
Jewish eoTiEMnity, General Zionism appealed to the East European 
Jew in business and in the professions. Labor Zionism widened 
■tee 2ioirf.st roof to cover the laboring man, also recently 
arrived from East Europe* Socialisa and socialist enthusiasm 
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were carried ty these working class famiHea into their new home, 
Ihis socialist impulse led to the growth of the predominantly 
Jewish 'Sra60 Unions such as the International ladies Garment 
Workers » %e presence of a Labor Zionist movement in Los Angeles 
allowed for the iintvolveitient of these people as well as others in the 
Zionist dream td.thout denying their inpulse toward socialism. 
As in tiie general Jewish community this involvement -was done, to 
a lesser degree though menbership and to a wider degree though monetary 
and other kinds of support. Predominantly the wider Jewish unions and 
Socialist organisations were non-2ionist with a history of mild anti- 
Zionisnu Despite their. philosopt^Tj in times of need they would support 
their fellow working class Jews and their socialist Zionists 
institutions. «itl Similar to the general community, in a sense, 
th^ shared the dream and could not act in an antagonistLc manner 
toward their brothers. %e presence of labor (socialist) Zionism 
in Los Angeles allow-ed for this "type of development^ It formed 
the bridge between ths socialist labor movement with its working 
class families and the Zionist dream. It allowed for working class 
support of that dream, %e Labor Zionists in Los Angeles actively 
worked for this kind of rapproachement, even when it seemed unlikely, *U2 

Rivka Goldberg, newcomer to Los Angeles at the latter part 
of the 1920* s was an exait5>le of this effort. She was also an 
organiser for the International ladies Garn^nt Workers Union„ 
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Because of this position she could gain entre to the meetings 

and to the personalities of hejr labor brethren. Labor 

Zionism enployed her in this effort, Althoiagh her reception 

was often cold j she was recieved. In the end when socialist 

Zionist institutions such as the Histadrut called for support, liieir 

Labor brothers in the IbL.G.W.U, produced that needed support^ ^3 

%ar 1926 Los Angeles risit of Titahak ben 2vi in behalf of 
the Histadrut eajqaaign, also illustrated this rapproaahe»iantB 

2^ B^jority of the leaders of the Jfewish Labor movement 
in Los -^ngeles were heirs of socialist, autoaoiuistic Biindisiti, 
antagonistic to Zionisaio "^^iili 

Yitzhak ben Zvi, later the second President of Israel, 
was one of the leaders of Poalei Zion (the labor ^ionist party) 
in Palestine^ Ih March of 1926 he visited Los Angeles 
in behalf of the Histadrut, (^ Histadrut was the Jewish Palestinian 
Labor Union, bnt wore iwporlaatly it was an instriMent of Zionism,) 

A reception and conference was organised by the Poalei Zion 
and was chaired by the veteran Labor Sionist, Aaron Shapiro. A 
cross section of Jewish Labor participated in that reception 
and conference. Hot only did the International Indies Gariftent 
vrorkere and the Painters and Carpenters Unions participate^ but • 
more sm-prisingly, branches of the ^'Korloftens Circle" which was 
directly Bundist descended^ also participated in this 
supportive mfjeting^ *ii5 
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There is oaly one cxcsptiott to this besign piclsire of the tsorldng 
class Jewish attiteide toward Zionisiii« A significant GoTanmnist 
wmrem&nt existed in Jewish Los A-ngeles dtiring ihe 1?20Bs, 
It was pronouncedly antagonistic to Ziotsism, IMs antagoioism 
included labor Zionism, <ii.6 However, the Corammist movement was 
and remained an "in group" with, 31ttle inflnence on the ■wider 
worklKg class acCTsani'iy, ^Si In "this way it was very different 
fr«a labor ZionisWo "^e Labor Zioiiist mavement was si^ll bat 
sigrdjfioant and isas able to reach oat and affect iiie entirs workiiig 
c3las3 Jewish Comnmniiy of the IS^zO^s, S^e Comnmniat rooveTBant was 
BBsall but significant and rerained an ''ia groiip* affecting oa3y 
ons another « It did not appeal to the wider working class Jeiwlsh 
e(mmma.i^ nor did it capture iiiat coammity's support for its 
programs* \e CoMTEunist dreaia vas aHen to Vae entire Jewish working 
class coramanilgr while the Zionist drean was not* 

los Angeles Labar-Zionieia "was miusual for another reason. 
It achieved a close relationship of inataal understanding, 
sympathy and cooperation Kith the other branches of the Los Angeles 
Zionist Movement, Cooperation inras strong and supportive in Los 
Ajigelesji probab3^ more so than in raost other areas of the eountryft^UB 
%is wutualliy of feeling and cooperatloa in this decade vtzs 
soraewhat rercariable. Class aatagonismsj expressed in socialism 
carta. ed over froja Em'ops was still strong » 

Purine "t^s 1920' 3 Labor Zionism paralleled Los Angeles general 
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Zionism in yet another way, Hadassah lost its singularity in 
being the only women's Zionist Organization in L-js Angeles » 
In 1926 the "Pioneer Women" was born to support socialist 
labor-Zionism, Women* s Zionism expanded to include a new 
organization and a new orientation to its Zionisnia In fact one 
of the founders, if not the main activist, came from the ranks of 
Hadassah leadership, Iknia Bercrutt* Unlike Hadassah, the Pioneer 
Women were organized in 1926 with a definite Socialist and Zionist 
(arientation. It did not begin as a sewing circle or a Palestinian 
welfare oriented supportive organization. It began in a positive 
socialist and Zionist mold, as a definite part of the Labor Zionist 
thrust, ^Qiat is why its leaders, such as Tianya Bercutt, wanted 
anoldier Women's ecrganization different from Hadassah, ^9 ^ftnis 
variant, hyphenated Zionism came to Women's Zionism, also. 

Another general Zionist Women's Group began in 1926 also, 
'•!Qie- Dai:^hters of Zion** began as a ladies Auxiliary to the JerwiBh 
National Fund Council, ^0 Idttle reference is made of this groiqa 
latere Apparently it did not last a long time« 

As previously^ stated, during the 1920' s, under the leadership 
of Mrs, Adolph (Bertha) Sieroty, Hadassah became a more positive 
Zionist organisation, ^e competition provided by the "Pioneer 
Women" may have played a role in this new eiraphasiso 
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She 1920^s also witnessed in actaality the rebirth of another 
form of hyphenated variant 2ioniOTi» Religious ZioKxsm was 
orgiaially organizaed by Rabbi Isaac "Werne in 1916s but it did not 
beo(Msa a going concerne ^fee iBspetus of Rabbi l%ir Berlin's 
visit in 1917 appareatJy did not last in a viable fona^ -Si 
^S.srachi had to be orgasiised once again ia 1926 before it became 
a aeaningrul orgaaisationo Rabbi Bavid I^, Essrig "was the 
instigator and organizer of the new Mierachi Qrganistlon, ^2 
Once again the »aaT^ -^lat Trats used to effect this rebirth •was tiie 
visit of a personality to tiie City. A "sass meeting at -WieWHebrew 
sheltering and Hoiae for the Aged» was organized for an address 
by Rabbi ¥» Gold froia Palestine and fcmuerSy from San Francisco on 
July ks 1926, Rabbi Gold spoke about fee achierements of ^e 
Hiarachi in Palestlne<, 

As a result of this aeeting a Misrachi Chapter iJas organized 
under ihe Presidency of Rabbi Essrig* %is tine it renair^edc -s^S 
By 1927 y ^S.arachi had a aedfeership of 150* Although Religious 
^oidsm Kas ssbH in I«s A^jgaieg^ it did esist nm^' and added to 
the major specteniia of Zionist Orgardaatlons as they existed in 
the rest of the countrye 

Religious-Zionism was ttis n^eaJrast link in the Zionist chain 
of (torgardsations in Lqs Angslos duris^ ihB 1920' St. ^h ^s is 
extrensely interesting considering the fact that ti^re was no organized 
Orthodox anti-Zioaisrs in los Angeles* In other parts of the 
counfey the Agudah wcfrement and miny Orthodox Rabbis opposed ZioaiRao 
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Ihat was not tme in i^s ^ngeleso All Qrihodox Rabbis spoke faror*- 
ably of Zionisia in thaijf sersions if at all, -5^55 Ho Orthodox 
Rabbi or Synagogue opposed the movemente let Religious-SioHisni 
remained tho weakest form of Zionism in los AngeleSp 

5iier0 nay hare been senreral cousos, HaMy of those ortJiodox 
Jees who were Zionist activasts in too early days becajne 
imrolved in geneT&l Zionism, Kasiiy of ihB leaders of general 
Zionism came froiH synagogue sources « Rabbi f^ers-t one of the 
earliest leaders began his caa^sr in Los Angeles as -tiie Rabbi of 
Beth Israele Abraham Jonah Shapiro ^o chaired the Exposition 
Park Rally of 1920 -ms a'<Shul Jew," 

General ^ionista was by no means antagonistic to Jewish 
religion and Orthodox valHes, %ey laay not have felt a 
ae^ for a liyphenatad Zionisnio 

AnotlKr reason may have been 'tJiat Zionist acti-vity and clab 
■»ork prfftrided a secular outlet for free tliae activiiyc ^e Shul 
Jew in LqS Aisgelssp at that tii&e was caught up in the oconoiEio 
swirl of his erwiromaent* V/ahtsver free tise that be had for 
Jeid.sh activities he may have used in his itwolvsmont 
witix his Syn,3.gogueo "^e Syjiagogue has alj^ays been the center of t^s 
life of ilie Orthodox Miale« 

Another reasonj most certainly^ wa,s the lack of leadershipo 
l/sadership acts as a catalyst for organisation and aati-vity, 
''hat catalyst tras abseflit too often in Religious-Zionism. Although 
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mangr of the Orthodox Ralsbis were favorable, to Zionism , only two. 
Rabbi Werne and Rabbi Essrig, made the effort to establish Religious- 
Zionism in Los Angeles, Meanwhile, general Zionism and labor- 
Zionism had prodiiced many leaders of stature and direction* 

Whatever tiie cause or causes^ ffiLarachi Heligious-2ionism 
remained weak organizationally In Los Angeles during the l?20*s, ^6 
^e wore successful l^zrachi Women* s Organisation, Religious 
Zionism's counterpart of Hadassah and Pioneer Women was not even 
organized in Los Angeles until 1937* "'^T 

It is true that a tremendous membership growth did not materialize 
in "tiie various branches of Los Angeles Zionism during the 1920* s 
However, the Zionist promise with which the decade began was not 
completely unfulfilled. In fact this modest Zionist movement, durir^ 
this decade made great achievements in developing lasting community 
sv^pport for the goals and financial institutions of Zionisms ^hat self- 
same Zionist movement tiiat attracted only modest membership, attracted 
significant support for its financial institutions, especialHy Keren 
Hayesod, the Foundation Fund, ■'^he Keren Hayesod campaign was a Zionist 
affair. It was a Zionist financial institution operating under Zionist 
auspices, established to support the Zionist endeavor in Palestine, Its 
control and direction did not entirely pass into general community hands 
until the United Jewish Appeal was established in California in 1926, 
Until then it was a Zionist manifestation under the management and control 
of the Zionist movement. Its success was a Zionist successo 
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Chad^ Weismam estabHshed the ^ound^tloa *tmd, "Keren Hayesod," 
in the United States with his first idsit to this country in 1921, 
It wasn't firmly established in Anierica until Jirna of 1921, at the 
faiaous Cleveland Ci^rrrentlon, \e Brandeis-Jfeck leadership of ti^ 
Zionist Organization of sierica opposed it» ^ey favored specific 
projects for -^-aerican Zionist endeavor instead of a general Foundation 
Pond for all Zionist endeavor* "Weiaiaann's leadership at the Clenreland 
coaTsntion of the Zionist Organisaiion of Aaierica established the X^rsn 
Hayesod in the United States that year, Sajuael Untorj^jrer became its 
first National President and a fnmiraising ca:^aign of national 
scope ^las begun in this coan-^a-yo -s^S 

Uis Angeles Zionists tinder the leadership of Doctors H„ J Wissotslty, 
leo Blass, Hany P* Jacobson and Louis G„ Reynolds began their 
cai^jaign in Jnly 1921* '''he campaign was a tfemendous success. Oas 
hiBMired thousand dollars *ras raised » %e whole Jewish ^oianninity 
vas involvedo Los ngeles -was visited by great international Zioiidsts 
figures such as Kahum Sokolow and Otto Warburg^ A banquet was 
given in the Alexandria Hotel, -^ siass meeting was held at the Phil«- 
haawaotdc Auditorium, seating thous-indSo Practically all the leadership 
of all i^ synagogiuesp lodges and Jrviish OrganiKa'tions in L^s Angeles 
were inyolvedo «$9. A considerable sira for a Je^sh Coisnmnity 
in a ci*i^ the sise of LoS Aj^elas was raised* It was furthermore 5, 
raised by Zipnists under the Zionist banner* ^t also involved 
the- whole Los -^ngeles Jewish Gonnsunity in a Z^^onist project, -^his 
represented a success of considerable proportions for the laodest 
sissd Zionist iBOvement of Los AngeleSe 
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OHiSV Ea^or ?-±osa.Bt workers in this Mstordc caspaign of 1921 were 
two iftore doctorss Abraham Gottlieb^ Miriam Shapiro^ the old 
activist Abraham Jonah Sj^apiro^ B„ Cohen, Mo Tamierfostiraj Mrs* 
Blass^ and J^rs, Jacobsono *60 

If this trsEsejidoug oatpourirg in snpport of this Zionist finaacial 
iKStitu'tioa vould have beett a pheaomsnon limited to 192lp then ita 
sigidrieanse for Los A^eles ^ioro-sia wotild also be liBdtc«i# It 
could ^ argued then that its success raere3y demonstrated aa 
exploitation of a passing emotiosialistB in regard to i^ ^tricissitudes 
of European Jews after World War la Hfiwarsry it tras not liitdted to 
1521» %e Keren Hayesod eaaqiaign continued ■very suceessftilly as 
a Zionist cai^saign, cntil Its Esej^er into ths United Jearish 
Appeal in 1926, «6l 

\& contimance of this inanlfe station of the EJeren ^Hayesod as 
one of the leading financial caii^aigns in the Je?jish Coamainity each 
year, indicated a strong sys^Jathy for a Zioadst solution to the 
p5foble]3is of BoTopean Jemy, 

Since Zicnisai's political goal of achievir^ the right to create 
a national hose for tlje Jewish people had apparently sudceddedj 
Asterican Zionism's laain purpose now was to effsctoate tiiis goal by 
supportii^ tha financial instmisents that it needed^ 

Los Angelas Jews irere clearly affected in a persanent tiayj, by 
this Zionist purpose o Even lat^rj, when the Keren Hayesod i*as absorbed 
by the Utdtsd Jewish Appeal, a non-Zionist conrsunit^ institation, 
it iKierely indicated contLiaied Zionist success* %e fisnds disbursed 
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to the Keren Hayesod by United Jewish Appeal still went to support 
a Sionist endeavor, The community imder stood and supported those 
disbursements, ^ey clearly remained comnLnced of the correctness 
of the Zionist solution, among others, 

The period of -ttie leadership of the Doctors in Los Angeles Zionism 
continued on into the decade, ^ey made this decade the high point 
of Zionism in Los Angeles, *62 

A new and important addition to the Keren Hayesod doctor leaders 
came to Los Angeles Zionism in 1922, Dr. Geoi^e Saylin, came from 
Buffalo, New York and soon became one of Zionism's outstanding 
leaders* *63 It is very curious that most of the outstanding leaders 
in this financial and institutional Zionist success of the 1920* s 
were doctors. Since that time -ttie role of the doctors, as a 
professional grotqp, involved in Zionist endeavor has never again 
been prominent, Dr* Saylin first participated in the leadership of 
the Keren Hayesod can^jaign of 1923 with Etr, Hairy P, Jacobson, *6U 

'Saey continued their collaboration in the cajiqjaign of 192l(. when 
they were successful in bringing Chaim Weizmann to Los Alleles to 
arouse enthusiasm for this centrally important Zionist fund„ *f6S 
Eto Saylin becajjue Chairman of the "Jewish National Fund," another Zionist 
fund raising institution, ^e66 Keren Hayesod, the Foundation Fund, financed 
Zionist projects and settlements to be carried out on Palestinian land, ^^e 
Jei«.sh National F-imd bought that land xipon which those settlements and 
projects were to be based, 

XFnlilte the Keren Hayesod, the Jewish National F^tnd, fund raising 
always remained a specifically Zionist endeavor 
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^nder Sieaist iaa33agei£sat„ Oj.* Eaylin's yrork ia the success of •U^at 
iasiitutioii was alKays id&ntifia'bly Zionist* 

. '■'■he colO^bor^tioa of these t^o Zionist leaders did not ead 
in their confeributiojis to the success el" the two baisie Zionist ^tindsa 
Jl^ey end Gr, louis G«. Heynolds also became isvolv^d in the organdstdon 
and support cf Jacob AXkoK's 2ionist oriented ^bdem felMid Torahe -^67 
Although this institution vas not <^onsored hj the %onist Organisatioa 
it Ba.s a Zionist institution philosophicallyt It certainly was 
not 'oasisTial that these significant Los Aj^^elee ^ionist leaders 
becaffi® iavolved in this project, 

■ PersocaUyy the two doctors collaboration also continaedo 
Bsgether they ptirohased a small newspaper called the "Ggliformia 
Jeteish Review o" By the time they sold it to Jonah J, CtsjiBnins 
it became a significant factor in the Los Angeles Jewish 
coiaintmity* *68 

* Bespit© all the activity in the financial easfi^aignsj Los Alleles 
stiH remained e. bacfcKater in American Zionism^ in the 1920" s» 

%iB was demonstrated by two ovetitsi Ihe Claveland ^oH^ention 
of the Zionist Organization of America in 1921 and tl:e visit of 
the Kost prestigious World Zionist leader j Cl^in Weizsann, to 
los Aj^eles in 192li, 

" "^e Cle\reland ^oOTrention was a ssjor turning point in Ajuerican 
Ziondst lijte« An iuportant disagreeKent bad de^sreloped betwsen the 
■ leadership of the Zionist Organisation of America and the World 
Zionist Organization {, Ciiajjn VJeisKarai, the President of the World 
Zionist Organisation envisioned a control and leadcrfihip of the 
rettirn to Zion through this orgard.aation« Justice I^ouic Brandeis 
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and Judge Julian Ifeck who led the American '^ionists envisioned 
ijSae World Zionist Organization as a confederation, not directing 
but only coordinating, the actiTn.tles of national Zionist Groups, 
TiiB American leadership wanted American control. 

As previously stated^ the American leadership did not vant a 
general fund supporting all Zionist endeavor, %ey wanted each 
Zionist National Group to sponsor and control its own pro;jectSo 

furthermore 5 the American leadership wanted only Zionist control 
in fund raieii^ for Zionist institutions*, Chaim Weizmann and the World 
Zionist leadership wanted to tap the financial resources of friendly 
A„ferican non-Zionists by allowing their involvement as non-Zionists 
in the institutions for which they would work, 

Ihii^s "came to a head" at the Cleveland Convention of 1921, 
Chaim Weizmann came to America, conferred with the American leadership 
and finally challenged them at Cleveland, He went cnrer their heads to 
the comrention and won. New leadership, friendly to his vision, was 
elected, American Zionist leadership was changed and its orientation 
was altered, ^^9 

ftis effect that this historic convention had upon Los Angeles 
lias diffuse. Organizationally it had little effect, Merdbership did 
not increase greatly either before or after this convention. It 
remained smallj but noteworthy, -f*-70 little polarization, identification 
and emotion, over the issues and personalities, were displayed by 
Los Angeles Zionists before or after the convention^ 
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Ihis is a3JL the more renarkable because ai; this convention tho 
leadership of Americans most prestigious 'Jewish and Zionist leader 
was rejected* A perolntion in, leadership and direction took 
place. 

31io rceeti^ig of the Los ^-ix^eles ^^.strict which elected its delegate 
to represereb "then at the convention, had to be instructed as to -Uie 
issues and argunent at the conventions President KLarco Newrark, 
Etr. M, J, Wis sots Ity ajid Babbi Eoloriion K« Heches devoted thence Ives 
to this task, -^inally, the veteran Zionist, "^^ Louis G, Reynolds 
was electedj, ^Kditfcout instructions on his position, to represent 
the district at the CorrventionB ■^e District rsT^ined neiitra.1 
alloMing the delegate to vote as he pleased* However^ he vas charged 
with using bis influence in '"dissipating differences and brin^^ing 
■ about peace in the Zionist CaKp, " *71 ''^or sush an historic '^onventioHj 
this meeting denonstrated little fire, Ihe Kertbcrship seened pre- 
dcndnantly interested in preventing splits in the national 
organization, ^hey showed little interest or kncwledge about the 
vital issues as to the direction that the organisation Kould take* 
Uiis curious callousness of Los Aj^^eles Zionism to the vital 
issues of the direction of the Zionist noveaient wac di:i'played again, 
after the conveniiona Er. M.J^ V/issotsV ^^s probably the nocfc 
responsible Los Aj^^c3jes 2j_orjiKt voice of the period^^ -»72 Ke published 
a lengthy article in a leading los A^j^elee Jevish nevspaper at tliat 
tiieee I^e V/isBotsig^ did not describe ar.d e:tplain %\\u ^Xi--?X c^ianges 
and new directions the corr^enticn effected in A-'ierican Zicidcrio 
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Instead he devoted the article, at great length, denying the news 
reported in the general press that the Zionist Organization of 
America was splitting, *73 

No doubt this information irais iBioortant to Los Angeles Zionists 
and the Los Angeles Jewish Comnninity, Hoi'Xever, if *Uie Los Angeles 
Zionist movement would have been truly alive to the great Zionist 
issues of the day its leading spokesman would also have devoted 
more space in describing and explaining those in^jortant changes 
and new directions. 

This lack of org^iizatlonal and ideological effect of the 
important Cleveland Convention, upon Los Angeles Zionism 
demonstrated the remoteness of the Los Angeles movement to the 
mainstream of the American Zionist current. Los Angeles was still 
not a major Jewish population center* These were still located 
in the East, The ebb, flow and dramatic movements in American 
Jewish life manifested themselves in iiie heart of the Jewish 
populatioHj in the East, Los Angeles was a backwater, isolated from 
the full effects of that ebb, flow and movement* This was especially 
true in American Zionism, Los Angeles organizational and ideological 
reaction, to the historic Cleveland Convention, demonstrated this, *7U 

As stated above, the effects of the Cleveland Convention on 
the Los Angeles Zionist mcfvement was diffuse. Organizationally and 
ideologically it had little effect. Financially and in community 
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directicffiiy it had a profound effect* Keren Hayesedj, in the United 
States, was cstablislied by the Cleveland conventLon* IimeeliatQly 
in I«B Angeles, as described pi'6'7ious3yj it becaeie active and effective 
under Zionist leadership. Zionist leadership thus gained statare 
ar^ iaiportance -Mithin the Los Aj^geles Je^aieh coamnmity^ while the 
rffiyfrement resEdned ssaallo In that way the CleirelaiTd Convention 
affected los Angeles Zionism inmieaselyo 
> Kevertheless, this saae Cleveland Convention can be said to 
have eventtially^ though not isaiediatel;^ lessened the influeirase of 
Los Angeles Zionist leaderships One of the purposes of the 
Cleveland coaventioias as stated previously was to tap non-Zionist 
financial resotarces for Zionist endeavors and allow noa Zionists 
into leadership positions* Ihis was effectuated in Los Armeies 
even before the mssnger of Keren Kayesod -Hfith the United Jewich 
Appeal, in 1926e Although all the oar2y Keren Hayesod leaders were 
Zionists, one of the last was a prestigious non Zionist, Judge 
Harry Holser, a conatamity leader© *75 Isi 1926* of coursej the 
general coranami^ took Keren Hayesod over totally^ in California 
wiih its inclusion in the United Jewish Appealo Ihe latter event 
was not prescribed by feEj convention but it was certainly in 
agreeiRent with its thrusto therefore , although the ismsdiate 
result of the Clevelsand cotwentn-on increased the Stature arji 
influence of los Angeles Zionist leaders, the eventual result ndght 
have lessened their influence on the conEiKmity„ 
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Ihls isas iiKieed a strange convention iriih a strange diffused 
effect in regard to Los Angles 2ioni5K« Froja the organizaiaonal^ 
ideological viewpoint it had Utt^js effect, FroK the Zionist 
commyi-ty leadership riewpointj it had a strong effect at first amd 
a lessening effect afterwards^ iVosi a financial snpporti'7e view- 
point it bsjd a stroi]^ and lasting eiTecto 

Tjjfi visit of Chaim WeiaEsmi to Los Aj^geles, in support of 
Keren Hayesodp' illustrates this effect of the Cleveland Convention 
on IiOs Angeles Zionism^ 

CostiBiderable platmii:^ went into the preparation for this visits 
on the part of Keren Hayesod Cooaaittee, Doctors Saylin and Jacobsoa 
e^ecially eMBrted themselves in arousing en-tiiusiasK for the visit* 
IjjiO "los Angeles Jewish Reiview" was given crver coji5olete37 to the 
campaign and the visit* Planning was dene to involve state, local 
gevernsKnt and iAe scholarly caramuniiy, as well as the Jewish 
CoBmnmityj in an elaborate reception for tiiis great Zionist leader « *76 

On Wednesday April 9j 3.92U.ChaiBi Weiza^nn did visit los Angeles, 
A great reception vas accorded him involving the political leaders 
of the state, the Hayor and Cliy Counciljand professors froB the 
scholarly coiaminitye A great diut^r was held for Dr* VJeizjaann 
at the Bilti-nore Hotels A siaable audience was addressed by the 
Zionist leader at thB Philharmonic ATiditoiriniJSo *77 ^s was truly 
a significant day in Jewish Los Angelee„ ^.e visit of feis Zionist 
leader occasioned a general recognition of the Jewish coiHmmi'tjr' that 
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it seldom achieved, -^t gave orientation to the Jewish comrmnity 
XKvolving Zionist goals and aspirations, ^t was a high point in 
the-histoiy of Jewish Los Angeles and its Zionist movement. 

Financially, the visit was very successful ^^je Keren Hayesod 
Zionist fund prospered that year in Los Angeles* Organizationally 
it had no great effect* There wasn't any great meinbership increase 
as a result of this esteemed visit of Zionism's greatest leader. *78 

Los Angeles remained a backwater^ isolated from ther ferment of 
Zionist ideas. Its most inifxjrtant Zionist leaders escerted that 
leadership on the Jewish conmninity principally in raising money 
for the Zionist funds. Control in these fund raising endeavors 
was being assumed by the leadership of the general Jet'd.sh 
conaminity, 

Chaim Weisinann'fs visit did not change these manifestations regarding 
Zionism in Los Angeles* Ghaim Weiamann, in fact, did not show interest 
in building the Los Angeles Zionist movement » He was here to raise 
money for Keren Hayesod, *79 Dto Weizmann's orientation and the 
orientation of the Cleveland convention was raising American mon^ 
for the Zionist programmes in Palestine* ^e American ''^lonist 
movement was to be used in effecting this goal. However, the general 
Jevd-sh coinrmuiity was also to be brought into its effectuation, 

Los Angeles was removed from the mainstream of Ajiierican Jewish 
lifBtt Dr. Weizmann didn't even visit this coirmamity until 192b 
when he came to the United States for the second time. Heated 
discussion of Zionist issues rarely took place. Yet, this city 
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becaoe a fine ©jcainple of the Clevelasd orientation. Leadership 
of Zionists in establlsbing the fund and ih&n their gradxial dis- 
placement with increased concentration on the general Jewish 
coKRiaaity. 

Consciously, most Los Angeles sxirvivors involved vith tiie 
Zionism of the 1920<s see lit-Kle effect of the Cleveland eojavention 
end the Weiamann visit* *80 Hcweverj the effect as stated above 
is apparent. 

In sujBiHary, Zionism's third decade in Los Angeles, the 1920* s 
ffsts its high point in this cil^o Ih@ decade began with a shofr of 
Zionist enthusiasm with the great loandate Rally at Exposition Park, 
tttat was organized and led by Hie Zionist movement, Zionist jneudaer- 
ship grew in Wis decade, became significant, bat was disappointing 
in consideration of the Zionist enthnsiasra shown* M<>re iwportantly, 
the range of Zionist spectrtun grew broadere labor Zionists and 
to a lesser extent, Religious-Zicmists became iagjortant parts of 
the Zionist movement in Iios Aiigeles« 

Important significant leadership also began to develop in 
Irtja Angeles Zionisis, dx^ring this decade* Siis leadership showed 
itself in three areass broadening the Zionist scope, innovating 
new institutions aissed at Zionist ends, and pioneering the Zionist 
fund cajrapaigns in this cit^e 

Ihe greatest success tfas in the Keren Hayesod caicpajgn that 
resulted froai the Cleveland convention. It fo^md its leadership 
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in an tmasual groiap of Los Aj^geles Doctors- who were enwrapped in 
iM Zionist dreams Dr* M.Jtt Wissotskyj Dr# I^o Blass, Dr* Louis Go 
Reynolds, Dr* Harry Po Jacobson and Dr. George Saylin* 

Another doctor, an optoTcetristj, Dy., Nathan Baltzoan and a house* 
-Hife, !tenia Bercntt displayed sigiiificant leadership in the 
: iatroduction Rod expansion of labor Zionism in Los Angeles. 
■ ^ Besides Mrse Bercuttj tha only iwportant Zionist leader j of 

this decade, who was not a doctor was Jacob Alkow* His work 
resulted in the involvement of To\ing pople in Zionism and the 
establishment of two Zionist oriented ins titations aimed at youths 
^^lEhe Modem IkljEUd ^ah and the Boyle Heights Jewish Center were 
not sponsored by the Los Aj^geles ZioMst sioveraent but t^iey 
; were Zionist inspired, *81 Doctors Jacobsonj Saylin and Reynolds, 

three leading Zionist activi^s took an iii5>ortant role in the support 
. of Jacob AlkowB innovati'Te institutions, 

V: X«s Angeles movement still showed its insensitivity to the 

. role of youiii and education in the Zionist endeavor, Fund raising 
to support world Zionists institutions that was to principally 
service overseas Jews, was its hallmark* 

Ngfver the less, with all its inadequacies, the achieveitients 
of this decade made it the high point of the Zionist movement 
in Los Ange3ese 
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Chapter h« 
Rabbinic and Syragogue InvolTJnent in Los Angeles Zionism 

^ story of synagogal and Rabbinic endeaTor, in the beginnings 
and growth of Zionism in the Los Angeles area is an interesting oneo 
It is interesting for reasons of omissions as well as corraaissions, 

2he first decade Zionism, of Avat Zion and Young Zionists 
Association was predominantly Eastern European. Several prorninent 
Orthodox "Shul Jews" were also prominent in the early leadership 
of these groups* ^ first vice president of Avat Zion, L, Hillman 
•trets a cantor and "shoichet" ( ritual slaughterer) associated with 
the Olive Street Shul, *1 S, Rose, an elected cantor at Beth Israel, 
•»2 and Abraham Jonah Shapiix^ *3 were other early Zionist activists of this 
type p^i-oininent in leadership. Since the early Zionist meiiibership was al- 
most entirely East-^uropeanj there was probably a good percentage who were 
active in the Kast European Orthodox synagogues» Yet, there were only 
two Orthodox Rabbis who played an important role in. Zionist cause. 
Rabbis Isaac Werne and David I, Essrig* Furthermore, religious 
Zionism, that appealed especially to Orthodox Jews was never really 
euccessfulb It was a3Lways "the weak horse" of the (Zionist) 
OrganiEation, ■«U 

"Why was there such a lack of involvement by the Orthodox synagogues 
and by the Rabbis? It was not because of any organized Orthodox 
anti-Zionist movement such as the Agudah movement^ ^e Agudah 
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did not exist in U33 Atigeles^ There was not even ar^ unoi^aniaed 
Orthodox feeling agaiiist Zioaisia in k>s -^i^eles, los Aj^geles 
Qrliiodox circles vbtq generally favorable to the idea* let, they 
-were predondnantly iminvolved, *5 

Rabbi Solomon Neches^ one of I03 Armeies most pror^nent 
ftrthodox EabbiSj syz^oliaed -tids waole piieaoffienontt Rabbi Heches 
was iJistrtmcntal in the beginnings and grow^i of two iagsortant 
Orthodox ^snoagogues in Los Angeles* He catne to this ciV with the 
reptttatioa as an iKoortant Jewish schplara H@ was a student' of 
tiie greatest Orthodox Zionieft philosophers the chief Rabbi of 
Palestine, Ha Rav AbrahaM Isaac Kooks *6 He tias active in the 
Zionist Oi^aniaation of Ai^riea befoi« he caisie to Los Angeleso 
He founded the Ziordst District in Colimibns, Ohio* He was its 
. President for tsro years and was elected to liie Zionist Congress 
at Carlsbad, *7 Ho??evier ^ vrhen he caaie to Los Angeles in 19l8s 
his Zionist activities dissinished^ He did not figure prominently 
in ih9 Los Angeles Zionist jnoveaientj nor did he extend himself 
greatly in aiding iiiat moveiaent* -fetj he regained friendly to 
Zioniss throughout iiis life» At times he even took part in sosse 
saall activil^ft *8 

Eabbi Heches* inactivity and ihe preponderant lack of activliy 
of the OrUiodox establishment^ probably reflects the economcs of 
los Angeles, at that tiraej, more tten ai^thing else* 
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Bie Eastern Snropean iJTidgrant to Los Armeies waa concerned 
mostly with hiatself and his family. He was busy establishing 
himself in the new environjaent. Hig outside involveiaents were 
few because hie powers vere concentrated tipon his own success. -^9 
Leadership also did not exist, *20 Habbi Heches could have 
possibly offered that leadership but didn't. Perhaps, he was too 
greatty involTed in his personal success as were others* 

Heivrartheless, the Orthodox syjiagogues and rabbinate were always 
pro-Zionist« "ShexQ were nsisy favorable serraoas^ Ihe STjaagogues 
were often used for Zionist meetings, especially in the early days* 
However, deep involvensent remained sjiEali* *11 Sabbi Isaac Werne 
and Eabbi David Essrdgy who organized Mizracbi wore the 033ly 
isportant ej£ceptions» 

At its onset, the role of the conservatiTe establishsteat 
in Zioaieffl -was much more prononunoed in both its Eabbini^ 
and lay leadership, ^o of the earliest and strongest 
Zionist ■voices that Los Angeles ever produced ware Rabbi Xsadore 
!^ers and Doctor Louis 0, Reynolds « Both of these men were also 
prominent in establishing conservative Judaism in Los Angeles^ 

^Hple Sinai was that city's first successful consex^atlvs 
synag<^ue» Eabbi %ers was elected its original Eabbi at that 
tiiM of its establishiasnt and beca.'ne a spokesraan for its 
conservative principles, *12 Doctor Reynolds was also intiaiat-ely 
involved as a lay leader in this ^--uple, ^13 
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Aotualiyj Ralitji %er3 was first broiight to this ciigr £rom 
Saa Francisco by the Qrtbodox Congregatiortj Beth Xsraelj, as that 
^ Congregation's first Rabbit *lli i^evesrthelessj he cannot be considered 
an Cbrthodox Eabbia Ee did hot stay vith Beth Israel because of 
ihs aiitagonlsins aroused when ha atteraptM to introduce Conssrvative 
referiBS into the service,, *15 ^hea the aew Conservative Sinai 
* Coagregation was organised^ soon afterwards, he became its first 
Rabbi and a spo^sioan for Conservatism, *16 

Rabbi Jeer's work for tlie Zionist cause and for ths Ziordst 
Or^aniaatlony as desciibed above, -was energetic and wholehearted* 
He was a tireless organiser and spealcer. He chaired the great 
Balfour Day Rally in Cltmes Anditoriiira in l^lS,, *17 Ke was 
proaainent in "Uie CtMrnaittee that arranged ealistiaents in the Jewish 
Lsgton during World War la '^IS fe was the principal speaker at 
•Uxe great IbxaSsL-t® rally in E^qposition Park in 1920* *19 
ffi-s was certainly the outstanding rabbinical voice for the Zionist 
cause in Los Angeles, In fact there were few who niatched his 
Zionist endeavor in or out of i^e Rabbinical profession, durii^ 
. this timSe 

Oae of those few was also a conservative leader from Sinai 
: Congregation^, Dr, Louis G, Reynolds, *20 His career in Los 
Angeljss Zionism was of longer duration and was as truly remarkable 
as was -Wiat of Rabbi ?^ers« (Rabbi h:{>*^ers death in an auto ■ 
accident in 1923 cut short his sereices to the Zionist cause, )*2l 
I^e Reynolds was one of the earliest spokesmen for Zionism in its first 
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decade ia los Angelsso He Introduced the Zionist raeolutions &t 
iivs great Half otir Hglly of 19lB^ *22 and the Kasdate Rally of 
1920,*23 He tras tiie delegate from ios Angeles at the decisive 
CXerreland Coiwentiott of the Ziooist (h^anisation of Amei^ca in 
1?21<. ^U He was one of the iniportant "doctor leaders" of 
the "Keren Ealesod" drives of the 1920's, ^^ He was one of the 
leaders in tbe promotion and support of the "Modem Sfelsiud l^ahj, 
concieved by <^acob Alkow as a Zionist oriented school, *26 

Hr* Reynolds uas also one of the in^ortant lay leaders of 
IDetmple Sinaio 

Itt the roles played by these two iJtoortant Conservative leaders^ 
Zioniaa did reciev© great support froia the conservative 
estabiishssnt, ■ 

However, this same type of leadership and stgiport was not 
reflected to ai^ great extent in their conservative establishment 
conten^oraries and successors Tinidl mach later# 

Eabbi ^fsars ■^as associated i*ith Tktc^ls Sittai for only six 
years, *27 Sosbb of hie rabbinic snccesscrs identified themselves 
as Zionists and performed some services for the moveKenta Rabbi 
David Idiffiaita played a role in atteispting to organise Hadassah 
in Los Armeies* *26 He was also one of the speakers at the Balfour 
Ifess Meeting in Cliines Aiwiitorium that Has chaired by Rabbi Ifyers^, ^9 
In addtion to that he used his pen at tlJiies to write for the Zionist 
cause, *30 
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Rabbi Jacob Kohn wag & me^er and officer 'of the Ics -^ngeles Zionist 
' District at one time. *31 ^fit, Boae of theai showed the fervor and 
leadership of Rabbi >:^rs» 

Babbi Ifeyer ^inkier, indeed, demonstrated a certain aiEOtmt 
of antagonisraa* 2his antagonism was not philosophical 
. and it did aot becos^ a great eastpaign. It i^as basically a fear 
that Zionism wotild interfeas in his synagogal doaain, *32 

la the lay area alsop there were no great contensporaries and 
aucoessors to Ar« B^^olds trntll mich later« 

%e coiaservative eatablishissnt becase more like that of the 
Qrthodosc -^Ibey both becaiae favorably benign toward the Zionist , 
BffTeiftent. 

Ijie great sarjwise in the field of ^Bagogal and Rabbinic 
seaport occm'red in the Reform aiofv^aents ^&ie greatest oppositioa^ 
in iim United States, toward Zionism was tliat of Reforai Jiidaisa, 
at this timeo 

The basic principlee of -^Esericaa Reform, were established 
at the Pittsburgh Conference of l895o in eight plank platform 
was adopted as the fimdamantal eapression of its principles.. 
The fifth plank was very e^cjlicit in rejecting the idea of a 
Jewish nation aad of a rotnm to Palestine, *33 

the Central Conference of -^rnerican Rabbis^ the rabbinic ant | 

'i 

of the ReforiE moveiEesit ( ados ted this platform in its entire ty^ |, 

when it was founded in 1889, -t reoiained the basic stated beliefs § 






of ihe EsfoTM Koveiaent until its revasicn by that organiaatioa 
at Colo5ibi£is, Ohio in 193?* *3li 

Shis period of aatagonisia by the Aa:erlc3J(i Reform inoveicent 
towards any concept or Jewish peoplehoodp ttss the tiiae when Zionlsni was 
establisi^d in Los Ajigeles* Strar^ely^this deep rooted Refers 
antagonism did not really a^teraldze here. On the whole. Reform 
was also benign* No great opposition to Zionism developed in Los 
Angeles, as in othei- centers of ihs Reform moveKentc In fact, 
gradually iMs benign attitiide began to assime a jsore friendly aspect* 
She old line Refona Jews of los Angeles' original settlers never becaioe 
as active in Zioaieis as the System Eiiropean newcomers, but there 
were Borae notable exception^ Even beyond thatj the "Bnai Brith Ifeaigile'', 
Urn center of Los Angeles old line Reforra, often gave its pulpit to 
visiting Zionist speaters and lent its facilities for Zionist affairs* 

2iie eeeffiing contradiction between Los Ajjgeles Reform and the 
ideological thrust of the general American Reform movement leaves 
one to wonder hew it isaterialixedB Perhaps^ there ai-e sefveral - 
erolanations. 

It is true that the »ost important opposition to Zionism in tfce 
United States, developed in Reforjti circles based upon Reform ideology„ 
He^e^ery this opposition usiially centered around Te:?^les which had 
strong leadership frcwi a very effective ideological Rabbi. *^ 
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:" Iho l^y leadership of Aiserican Reform have rarely been that 
ideological* Seform developed in the United States as a siethod 
of Jfewish adjustHMct to the general Aaisrican enYironinent, It was 
an opportunity, siesed by aiany lay Jews to becoaie like cTeryone 

; els6j yet retain their Jewish identification. Reform ideology, 
principally iB?>orted from Gennat^j was not that all absorbing to 
these pragwatic Jewse -**t becaice is5>ortant only vfaen ideological 

■ rabbinical leadership gave true direction towards acceptance of its 
philosophical. principles* Biis occurred in some cormfflmitiee» In 
others, it did note ( ^i^re were a cnaaber of Reform ^bbis at this 
tise, notably, Steven S^ ^ise, Abba Hillel Silver , Jixdah wagnes, who 
gave iB^jortant leadership to the opposits direction in favor of 
2ionisa), In Los Angeles anti-Zionist Rabbinical leadership dSd 
not BKiterialiaeo Ref cm remaified a pragjsatic movement y it did 

, not become ideological, 3hs anti^-Zionism of early Reform was not 
in^jressed upon t^e Los Angeles Reform laity by any dyrtaiaic anti- 
Zionist leaderships In fact the leadership was predoi£»ir*antly 
favorably benign. 

Rabbi Sigr3:und Hecbt recieved his appointinent as spiritual 
leader of Bnai Brith jfeaple late in 1899, as its fourth spiritiaal 
leader. Nevertheless;, he was its first significant reform rabbi^i 
of is^ortant stature » iiis predecessors were Rabbi Abraham Wolf 

-- Edel^any Rabbi Enianuel Ephraisi Schrieberj Rabbi Abraham Bltua and Moses 
G„ Solomon- Edelaaiij, Bnai Brith' s lirst Rabbi was traditional and 
resigned when the congregation becaiie refonn, Schrieber's tenure at the 
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at the congregation was not long because he tried to introduce 
extreme reform practices while the Congregation ^ra,s still in a period 
of transition, Solomon's tenure was also short because he, like 
Ede2inan> was too traditional In 1899 Rabbi Hecht was brought to Los 
Angeles and gave the Bnai Brith Temple its first enduring reform 
rabbinical leadership » 

Previous to his coniing to Los Ar^elesp Dr« Hecht expressed himself 
ssT'eral times as a true ideological Heformsr, aUve to the anti- 
Zionist ph3.1osophy of the Pittsburgh Platform, In an article that 
he wrote far the Milwaukee Journal on November 30, 1890, he was 
very estplicit. He wrote that, " _ the mere suggestion " of 
the " establishment of a separate and independent Jewish 
KiJc^dom ** is little short of treason* ^" , *36 

As late as Septerrtoer 23, 1897? two years before he came to Les 
Angeles, Dr. Hecht attacked Herzl's Zionist movement on the pages 
of w^Hie American Israelite. *37 However, after he came to Los Angeles, 
these anti»5ionist expressions of the true believer disappearedo 
There is no trace of any attack by Ur, Hecht against Zionist principles 
or Zionist organizations, institutions or leadership in Los Angeles 
or elsewhere after his advent to the Los Angeles scenee *38 In fact, 
the Rabbi made an appearance and gave a short address to the first 
great Zionist Mass Rally on Balfour Day at Clunes Auditorium on 
January 27, 1918, *39 %is rally was staged by the Zionist movement 
to celebrate the greatest Zionist achievement to 
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■Uia'fc date, the acqnistition of the legal right of Jews to Palestine, 
5^e appearance sad the -Bell wishes of Pr. Hecfat denoted a 
considerable change in attitude eince his coEdng to Los Angeles* 

Perhape there vera several reasons for this chaage, los Angeles' 
BiKi Brith Tetsple was far removEd ftotn Reform ideoligical heartland. 
Its most iii^iortant lay leader of this period was Dr» David Me Edslman, 
the eon of the former Kabbio ^0 iJr* EdeljBan had strong Jewish 
ethaic roots 3Sd later becasse a proelaiKsd Zioniste *Ul« ^o 1teE?>le 
had previously j?ejected another Reforw Rabbi^ Rabbi Schrieber, 
■Kfeo was too enthusiastic in his Reform ideologye 31iis Bdliew 
sight Imve inade an ijj^reseion on I^, Kecht, Also, World War 1 
brofee out is Europe, during the period of Dr« Hechts service to the 
33Ki?>lec la that cojaflagrationj the Jewish populations in Europe 
suffered 'ta'eBiendously, Few sensitive Jews in the Utiited States could 
feel antagonistic to asr^ plan that could offer hope to these 
European Jews, Zionisw could be better tolerated. Indeed, it }ms 
in 191Bj shortly after the war, that Pto Hecht appeared en a Zionist 
platform &t a Zionist rally, 

5he unusual tolerance and recep-t^-Tity of the Bnai Brith Teagsle 
and the Los Aj^geles Reform laovement was due Eors to the advent of tbe 
influence of Etb Hecht' s new young associate in X9'ih rather than 
himself B -s^U2 In that year the 5feinple hired Br* E'dger Fogel Magnin 
from a pulpit in Stockton, California for spiritual leadership with Dr, 
Hecht who had reached the age of sixty fj.ve„ ^k3 
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He very early became a strong influence in the %Tr5)le, ^*iili Dr,, 
Magttin was from a conservative, ethnic 'baclcgrounde ^5 He was 
eyr^jathetic and helpful to American "philanthropic Zionisni". 
VnAer Dr, Magnin's leadershipj the pttlpit of the Bnai Brith Temple 
was offered to efcery important Zionist speaker who came to Los 
Angeles » *ii6 - Anti -Zionist speafe^rs were never offered that 
fcaruM. ^U? Hadassahj the leading Wc»en*« Zionist Organization 
began its development at the Temple during Dr, fegnin's early 
leadership, %e Nathan Straus PaXestine Society, trtiich 
represented *Uie involvement of "establishment" German JevTs in 
■Wie support of the Palestinian Jewish settlement, also develo^ped in 
and aroimd the Tenple during Dr, Magnin^s leadershipo 

Dr» Ifegnin influenced Marco Newmark, a leader of Los Angeles 
establishinent Jews, fraia a most prestigious family, to become active 
in Zionist affairs, "^8 Dr» Jfegnin even became somewhat imrolved in 
the Zionist movement hiwself , ^9 Under this kind of leadership it was 
impossible for any strong anti-Zionst spirit to develop in the 
Bnai Brith "SasmplB^ Since that Temple was the epicenter of the Los 
Angeles Reform movement it was impossible for anti-Zionism to make 
any real inroads, ^lius it remained that no real opposition to Zionism 
ever developed in Los Angeles, '^e Bnai. Brith Iferqple and Dr« 
Edgar F, %gnin played leadit^ roles in this manifestation. 



^•v^wv<-f:«Ak' 



80, 
Ciiapter it Footnotes 

1, S^t ^sen "Der Onhcdb fun Tzionisn in California", Joseph Ii« Malamut 
ed« (wZiuaXand Caldfornia Dianond Jubilee Kuinber" Sept^ 192^) pp73«?5 
2o Biai Bidth Msesenger Oct« 225 190^ 
3o J, Le felainut, "Ztmland, California Jewish Diamond Jubilee" 

pp. 77-78 
U« Aarcai %che In-berview (Tkpe in possession of author) July 8jl970 
5, Ibid • 

6« J, L, Malaniat, Southwest Jewry Vol« 1" (Sualand Publishing ,1926) 

P«121 
7o Ibid 

8a<, Bnai Brith Kfessengfir May 20,1921 
6b, Bnad. Brith Messenger July 7, 1922 

6c ■ Jacob Alkow Interview (ikpe in possession of Author) Auge 6,1970 
6d, Rirka Goldberg Interview (5^pe in possession of Author) At^^ 3,1970 
9» Jacob Alkow Interview C^, Cite 
10, Ibid 

11« Riehe Interview, C^^ Cit^ 
12 « Bnai Brith Messei^er Sept* 10,1909 
13® Jsl*. Halamat, Sotitliwest Jei^ry Vol, 1 ( Sunland Publishiag, 1926) 

pa 126 

alia. Bnai Brith Messsnger March 31sl905 
lib, Bnai Brith Messenger July 27,1906 
Hic, Bnai Brith Messenger IteCo l!ijl906 



wmtmm 



T*r^p»*p*T"P"P'"miii'p^ 



WB 



8lo 
X5. J.L. .fal»>=t "Z«>la«l« (C.ldro™ia «la«b»i J*U.e H«^r) 1925 

16* Bnai Brith Messenger Sept 10, 190? 

17. Bnai Brith I&ssenger i^eb,. 1. 19lB 

18„ Bnai Brith Kessenger July X9,19l8 

15^ Los A^eles %i3S June 28, 1920 

20a* J« L ilalaTnut, -Southwest Jewty ^ol* -^ vouu^^jn^ 

po 126 
20b« Bnai Brith -Messenger July 7, 1922 

21 J. X r^lamut "ZmOand" (CaOlfcrKia mair^nd Jubilee l^^r) 1525 

22eBnai Brith Messenger, Feb. 1» i^lS 

23^ Bnai Brith MsEsengerj July 9A920 . ' 

2U* Bnai Brith fessenger J'fey 20, 1921 

25a. J. t. Mala-t, Southwest Je«7 Vol. 1 (Sx«a^ Publishing, 

1926) P-3.26 

^ ^w + T«Ti-<r ?ol 111" (Jewish In^tLtutions 
2^b. Joseph L. MalEUSut, "Sonttiwest Jmrj ?ol, lii ^^ 

and their leaders." 1.3 Angelas Ca3^-» 19S7) P.66 
25c« AlkoM Intorview Op, Cit* 
26a, AKcow Interview Op^ Cit* 
J6b. ..L*:.-t, South«3t ..«y v.1.1 (S^.^ ^^s^. «26) 

p. 126 
26c. J.U Kala^t, So.th.est Je.ny Vol. Ill (Je-^sh Institutions and 

their Leaders" Los Angelas, Calif. 195?) P* 66 
27a. Wimam R, Blu^nthal Intenaew Cmpe. i^ possession of 
atithor) July 9 ^ 1970 



Niwn^pnppWjMj 




as 



""""" ILlii'' " " " »ii I 



82« 
27b<r Max Vorspan and Iloyd P^ Gartnerj "Histojy of the Jews of Los 

Ajigeles" (Jevish Publication Socieiy of Aiserica, 1970) p. 1&$ 
28» Letter from Henrietta Ssold to Mrs, Katiian Straiis at the Virgitiia 

Hotel) Long Beach, Calif, Feb^ X6fl9l6 (Los Angelss Jewish 

Comtnualty lAbraiy) 
29« Bnai Bidth Messenger Feb, 1, 1916 
30. Bnai Brith Meesenger April 6, 1917 
51e Bernard Cohn^ ''Whos Who in Sponsoring MoTjut SjUiai Hospital" 

(Associated Organisations of Los Angeleej, los Angeles) p»135 
32« Riche Interview Op* Cit, ■ 

33* "Pittsbiirgh Platform" Eapyelopedia Judaica (1971) Vole Xlll pt571 
3li» Ibid 

3^ao Alkow la-terview Op, Cito 
3$bft Rabbi E, F« Magnia Inteririew (ifeipe ia possession of Author ) 

Attg, 13, 1971 
36e Milwaiakee Jofnmal Movo 30^, 1890 as repocrtsd in " Ihe Histttry of the 

Jews of >a.lwaTikee" by Switchkow and Gartner » 
37» American Israelite Sept, 23sl897 
38e llagnin Interriletir Op« Cit# 
39a. Bnai Brith Messenger Feb„ 1, 1918 
39b* los Angeles Tiines Jan, 28, 191S Page 1 part 11 
itO.TTorspan and Gartner Op, Cit* 
ilia J, L Kalamat, "Southwest Jewry Vol« 1" (Sunland Publishing^ 1926) 



63* 
kl b* Bnai Brith Keeseager Feb 16jl?17 

li3f Vorspan and Gartner Op* C4t, P, 1^8 

iiii. Ibid p, 158 

hS» Jfe^nin interview Op„ Cit* 

!i6« Ibid 

it7» Rabbi Edgar Fogel Magnin address to the Zionist Organization of 

Asaeadca, "Southern Pacific Coast Region Banquet, Hay ^,1973 
U8e ffegnin interview Op^ Cit, 
li9ar Kiagnia interview Op» Cit« 
b9b« Baai Brith Messenger Jaa» 5,1917-«ffiations Rabbi Hagnin as beiag 

active in a Zionist reception cossmlttee for Dr, Ben Zion Mossinsohn 
k9ct> Allow interview Op„ Cit, 
^9do Bnai Brith Ifessenger Hovo 19yl920-iceiitlons Rabbi lfegnln*s 

election to the Esecnativ^ Board of tire Z^O* A« 



Wl!k'/#* 



\j ^ s^^sm^!^m 



mmmmm 



Chapter ^c 
A Suinraation 

"Zionism", the essential Jewish Nationalist ratrvement was 
fundamentally different, from the other histoiric modern secular Jewish 
philosophies of "Emancipation" and "Autonondsra" • It was not only 
different but it was opposed. In other places, in the United States 
and elsewhere, heated and fervent contest was made* 'Sa.& heart and 
soul of the Jewish people was the prize. 

In contradistinction from emancipation, Zionism maintained and 
promoted the nationality of the Jewish people against the purely 
religious identification of Jews*, In regard to fellow Jews^ 
Zionism had no patience with such terms as "co-«*eligionists" 
"Americans (or Germans or Poles) of Mosaic persuasion". It insisted that 
Jews were a "nation"* It established schools to teach the national 
culture and their version of the national lar^uage to the young. 
Youth gro^j^s were established to instil nationalist enthusiam in the 
young and direct them to "Aliyah"^ emigration to the National homeland. 
Youth cani^s were established to increase that enthusiasm. Preparation 
faKfts were established to practically prepare them for emigration 
and a new agricultural life, Kew social forms such as the Kibbutz and 
the Moshav were iimovated to make possible a Zionist emigration 
to the Homeland, International funding institutions, such as the 



Jewish JJatioisl ^urwi and the Fcundatioft Ftind were established to fiaaance 

the upbuilding of the NatioiiaX hoijielaad and to centrally direct 

Its coiarsee 5he Jewish nation was to be nonnaliaed by having 

the National hoiKelsnd reestablished*, Hebrew literat-are along 

leith other forms of cultxiral expression \rere promoted to proYide 

for modem continuity of the Jewish aatioial cultirre* Xhere 

was a distijafitj pronotmeed, difference between the Zionists 

and the emancipationists, ^ey were in coiapetition for Jewish 

allegiance* In sone places this philosophical contest becair^e 

very fierce* 

5he same struggle for the heart and soul of the Jewiah 
sm.sses was undertalcen against "aatonotsism" « %ls iras tine^ 
especially, in autonomisJn* s strongest nsanifeEtationj the 
"AlgeMeiner Yiddisher Arbeiters Bundo'" Even thoijgh both 
iMwements looked upon the Jews as a people, -ttjey were yet 
antagonists, Ihe Autonosdsts perciered the Jewish people as an 
ethnic groups not a nation^ with primary allegiance to the 
countries of its inhabitance, 5he Bimdists used the term 
wDoyich Kelt", «hereness"' to emphasise the difference with 
ZioniSBie ^ey rejected the comept of a "National home" thus 
nationalityo Ihey did believe, howeverj that Jews constitiited. an 
ethnic group with a language (Yiddish)^ culture, and heritage 
to preserve and continue^ 
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!Die autonomists also claliaed the right o5 Be2S regulation of 
this ethnic coirarainity wnder the governs^nt of the Sta1^ 'tri'tti 
ethnic representation in the eocial and political nalce^ of the 
state. *1 

Zionist perception of ttie Jewish people was considerably differed t» 
Zionis'feagreed "sd-th the autonomsts that the Jews were a people* 
BcfweveTii the Zionists felt that they were Buich more than an ethnic 
groTcqa cwing prlBary allegiance to their comitries of inhabitance. ' 

%e ZioHlBts felt that Jews constittited an authentic naUon 
in the abnornsal condition of exile^ in lands that were not 
their o«na 5hey beliered that this eadle had to be reversed and 
then the Jewish nation had to retwm to its own land. While in esile^ 
Zionisnij supported ethnicj coramanalj institutions such as a school 
^stsfflj an oj^anized Jewish folk coraraunityj youth cau^js^ Jesd.sh 
ethnic minority representation in a non Jewish gorernftenta However^ 
tl:Kse ethnic manifestations envisioned as temporary and they were 
adopted for three basic reasons s 1*) To promote the continuity of the 
Jewish national culture^ 2«) ^ indoctrinate a national orientation 
into the yowsg, 3») ^o fnlfuill the needs of the Jewish people in tlie 
lUaspora in preparation for their return to "Ereta Yisraelj" the 
homeland^ 

*Qie ultiiaate direction of the Zionist ir-ovement was Jewish return to 
»"Eretz Yisrael", the land of Israel. All other ethnic programs 
were palliative and teniporary* i 
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Ihe vital differeaice b«t«*een the two "foli: mOTemsnte" can 
be seen In the languages each claimed as the basic seans 
in which Je>Jish culture was transmitted and would be transmitted* 
%e Bund, the largest and most influential^ Autonomist moTeitient, 
stated that Yiddighp the ^astern European Jewish vernacular, vas this cul- 
tural vehicle, Btindists schools and cultural institutions vere predicated 
tapon that language, Sie ZionietB recognised "Hebrew" as the cultural 
vehicle of the Jewish people* %eir schools and cultural institutions 
were predicated upon that ancient, non European language. Ihis 
was true even though Hebrew was not predoiainantly spoken by the 
lestsses in the street« 

Buadist rejection of Hebrew showed its basic distance 
. frtaa not only the non-Siiropean history of the Jewish people but 
■Uifi treasury of Jewish culture encapsulated in Hebrew, 
!Qiat ancient langu^© preexisted any Yiddish jaanife stations by 
thousafiids of years. In Bundist formulation, the Jewish people was 
basically a Yiddish spealdng people, predojninantly of Eastern Europe « 
Ongoing Jewish culture "sas the culture associated with that language^ 
the vernacular of the East European raasses* In that manifestation 
it was only a few centiiries old^ Modem Jewish literature /was 
fundamentally that which was written in the Yiddish language* 
This literature did not exist, to any great extent before the 
nineteenth centuiyo ^ 
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Zionisni did not li«dt the Jewish people to the Yiddish speaking 
people froKi Eagtejm Europe* Western and Sephardie Jews -^ of Spanish 
aiMi Oriental i^ritage^wrsre also considered members of the Je^siish 
nation^ Jewish culture in their eyes was a heritage of thousands of 
yearst It was not merely a fevi centuries old» 35i6 literature of 
the Jewish heritage pre-dated the nineteeth csntury before the 
coramon era^ not aerely the nineteeth century of the conimon era. In 
Zionist fcaranilatioii the language of the Jewish nation iras constant and 
eternal, ^t laas the Hebrew language^ Other languages such as Yiddish, 
ladinop Araneicj Jndeo-Persian having existed and having played 
an important role in parochial Jewish culture, often, not shared 
by the entire Jewish people* Hovferer, the basic Je-wish culture 
shared by all Jews was looked tipon as having been transmitted through 
Hebrew* Zionists considered the Jewish people as a nation, not 
an ethnic group, with a need to reestablish its land to become a 
healthy nation once again* 

As in its contest with the ideas and orientations of Esaaneipations 
'Zionisms differences with AutonpindLc thinJdng was sharpo 

Curiously, uhen we trace the history of the fornative years 
of Zionism in Los Angeles "we discover that this contest between 
Zionism arid the otVier two philosophies uere really not so sharp here» 
Indeed, sosratiines, -Ufie distinctions between them ijas not even clear* 
^ftiis is all the more unusual because these were the f orsiative years 
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of AiGsrican Zionism in general and Los Angeles j in particulars De«* 
part«res ar^d diXferencea shcmXd have been shn-rply apparent*, 

Ihe reform tenplSj histcjrically iiad "been the Jewish institution 
jQOst coj^«>itted to the philosophy ol" ''enancipni:iGii"i ^meriesji 
reform identified Jewsj, officially as a religious coiTCiunity"^ 
no longer a nation." *3 Natioiwide^ at tiio tura of the century 
precisely when Zionisia was beginning in Los Angelas^ official 
Reform announced its deep antlpatlr^ to the basic concepts of 
Zio5ciism^ Jfi ths P^^ttsburgh Platform of 1695 Hefor3M rejected the 
Zionist philosophy in clear uncquiTooal tenKs» It ab^jured aisy 
expectation "of a return to Palestine" or "the restoration of an^ 
of the lavs concerning the Jewish statsp" ^ Zionism irost ha-«?e "been 
a tremendous concern to those derotees of "Emancipation". 
ThB incorporation of its castigation into the Irasic platform of 
principles of Ajrarican Reform Judaisia, indicated thise 

Yetj there was no real demonstration of this .astagonisM 
by Reform in Los AngsljaSj when Los Angeles Zionism -was born* No 
attacks against Zionism appeared in the nsvrspaperSo ^'^'o debates 
took place on ca-nipuses or elsewhere, Ko broadsides attacking 
ZionisTB ware printed* Kabbis did not attack Zionism in the tenple. 
Congregations vere not instructed to boycott laestings and to refuse 
financial contributions. In factj from the period of Wor3jd War 1 on, 
Bnai Brith %T:iiple, as demonstrated in the precious chapter^ t.'as 
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faTorably benign ttrt'iard, Zioaismo fhLs •was extremely significant 
because thicr tras the institution which wrs not only dosdnarit in 
the I«s ^3geles RoAona' mov«OT.3j3tt j but it was also erfcresiely 
influential in the orgauxaed general Jewish coraiiujjlty,* 
These represeirfeatives of Sit^ncipatioa vere not against the incipient 
los Aageloc Zionist moveiaente jl^ey did not seem to care too mach, 5hey 
eeeated to have displayed a benign acceptance of Zionism in the guise of 
philantiaropy* Historicallyj emancipatioaist antagonism cccured in 
coaissEmities whBTQ there was Eefonn synagogal anti-Zionist leadership^ 
In I«os Angeles, the basic Reforra leadership was benignedly favorable, 
^e Reform synagogue itselTj in Xios AngeleSj \ras a sociological 
phenomehon, not a philosaphieal one^ Meiijbership wag not highly coneerned 
xtiiii the principles of Refcowa, 53isy t^anted a means of Jewi^ 
Identlficaticn without the bttrden of religious duties « 'Sid.s m&s not 
suf^cient to bring them to the battlefield for true RaforHi principle Sj 
■when they were beir^ contested* Vfhen their leadership, ntuch of whom 
cai^ from a conserTratiTS and orthodox baclsground^ displayed a mldl^ 
farorable stance, they too looked upon Zionism favorably, basically 
as a charity oriented toward East European Jews* «5 

Autonomst, Bundist, thinking vas represented in the United 
States, and los Angeles in the "Arbitier Riiig^, the "Worlraa.n's 
CirclSo" «6 5>iis organisation promoted the socialist^ ethnic;i 
Yiddish, Kon religious orientation associated with the Buiid in Eastern 
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Eas^e, they i^garded Yiddish as the cultural lAi^guag© of tfce Jesisisb 
people* as did the "Bund'* they promoted the poetry and literatttre 
of that language <,' As did the «3tiiKi" they btd.lt schools and other 
institutions to insure tl^s ongoing of liddish culturee As did the 
"Btmd", they promoted socialism* 

la Easter^i EtiropQ and elsewhere jZionissi and the Bundist thinking 
were at logger heads. In Log Angeles, again, that did not derelope 
Ko struggle developed between Zionist groups and Idie "Worksen's 
CirSile"* 'Sia only fora of antagonism that this historic confrontation 
took Tuas the tariginal inaccessi'bility of V^or-lonen* s Circ2s groups to 
Zionist speaksers and causes* Ihis iaaccessability also gradually 
disappeared, l£Lb<ar Zionist speakers from the Kistadnit can^iaign 
finally gaiued entrance and gradual support from Workmen's Circle 
laeirfljers and groups. *7 %e historic struggle again did not 
Eaatsrialise* 

^e threat of a Zionist displaceaient from A-mericaj^ of a people 
already displaced, apparently did not seem so thi'eatenir^*, !Ihe lands 
of B\indist "Doyichkelt" wercj after all, Russia and Poland, not the 
United Si^tese A branch of Zionlsia, Poalei Zion,also stressed the 
form of Jeid-sh deidocratic -socialism in which ths Meir&ers of the Arbeiter 
Ring believedo Although Zionist, Poalei 2ion i^as,liks them, also 
Yiddish oriented, 

Poalei Zion and Arbetier Sing Socialists were likewise both 
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js-etiv© in tho Un3.oasj especially the Intaimtioaal Ladies Garment 
Workers and the AK.iiil^saa.tGd Clothing V/orksrSo ^eir pai*ticipatlon 
in Joint endeavour B on the -^-Ksrieaji scene bred famliarity and 
lessened dis-larast» %e Arbei-tsr King JeMS„ like the Rsforaiarsj also 
lost a3ay i'eelong toward active opposition against Zionism. like the 
eiaancipatiordst reformers, again, they bscaaie benignly supportive of 
Zionist i^istitutionse 

la tnithp early los Angeles Monism itself engendered Httlsf 
antagonisnio Bunj^sts and former Btindists were not antagonised for 
reasons stated above. Emancipationists also had little reason 
for a»!y real antagonisai* Zionism's "nationalism*' which distin^islshied 
it from emancipationist was greatly diluted in Los Angeles* 
*'Aliyah*'j esoigratioii to the national faomeiand ■was not promotedo 
Zionist schools to Indoctrijiate nationalism \jere not originated nor 
supported by the Los Angeles Zionist Ko^emeat (althoi^h^ as itot-edy 
there was soiae activity in that direct ion by individual 2ioaists), 
Political mcfreKSflfts designating primary Jewish loyality to the nascent 
hoaeland did not exiEst* Indeed Zionist work consisted prii^rily of 
raising funds to eupport tha eattleroent of othej* Jbwb from lands 
of oppression to the HorislaiidB %is couXd, very easilyj bo 
looked xspon as another form of philanthropy, not offensive to 
eiEanoipationistsB In fact ths origijial call, by Victor Harris, to 
establich a "Zion Society" really established this philanthropdo 
orientation of Zionism as described in Chapter 1 of this paper. 
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"Sob call was for establishing a society for the purpose of 
coloniKirg "otur downtrodden coreligionists^" This is hardly an 
expression of idgoxirous nationalism, that 'would antagoniae emancipa- 
tionists, 

Ihis blandness, this lack of fire that developed in early 
Los Angelesji amorist all Jewish secular movements, presaged a 
similar phenomenon that affected the. secular Jewish philosophies 
and itttnreBients in the coun-fery as a whole. All American Jews are 
emancipationists in that they want J0ws to loe treated as individuals in 
this country* All Aj^erican Jews are autonond.sts in that they recognise 
an ethnic element in American Jewish life. All American Jews are 
Zionists in that they recognize a special relationship with Israel 
and further recogniae a eominitaient to support the Jewish state, 

Uiis American Jewish phenomenon was forecast in the earl^ 
Los Angeles e^cperiencee ^e direction that was early portrayed 
by Jewish Los Angelesj was the direction which the entire American 
Jewish community took, %e three "basic secular trends of 
Eroancipationj Autonomisra and Zionism became increasingly homogenized 
in early Los Angeleso ^this can be seen in the history of one of 
these movements^ Zionism, in that city* It seems apparent today 
that this homogeniaation of the three secular philosophies has 
also become a distinctive feature of the entire American Jewish 
CouBcunitye 
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ChapteT 5 
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